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LONDON, FEBRUARY 28, 1874. 
ee 

Taz pecision of Mellish, L.J., on Friday last in 
the case of Hx parte Villars, In re Rogers, has 
been a good deal canvassed. The point decided 
was that the levy of an execution by seizure and sale for 
adebt above £50 being, by section 6, sub-section 5, of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, rendered void as an act of bank- 
mptcy, the protection given by section 87 only extends 
to the sale, so as to protect the purchaser of the goods, 
and the sheriff in handing over the proceeds, less ex- 
to the execution creditor after the expiration of 
fourteen days from the sale. Consequently, if within 
‘twelve months sfter the sale the debtor is adjudged a 
bankrupt, the trustee under the bankruptcy can compel 
the execution creditor to refund the proceeds of the sale. 
decision is noteworthy as establishing an important 
ction between the rights of an execution creditor 
under the Acts of 1861 and 1869. By section 73 of the 
former Act it was provided that the execution creditor 
should be entitled to retain the proceeds of the sale un- 
less the debtor was adjudged a bankrupt within fourteen 
days from the day of sale. Section 87 of the later Act 
enables the sheriff at the expiration of the fourteen days 
to deal with the proceeds of the sale in a certain 
manner ; but it does not expressly authorise the execu- 
tion creditor to retain such proceeds, and it does not con- 
tain anything to show that at the end of the fourteen days 
the seizure and sale are to cease to be an act of bank- 
mptcy. Being, as such, the cause of the invalidity 
of all subsequent transactions, it seemed to his Lord- 
ship absurd that they should themselves be valid. The 
teasoning of the Lord Justice that it requires some ex- 
press words to render valid that which by section 6, sub- 
section 5, had been previously rendered invalid, appears 
to be unanswerable, but the fact that an impression 
to the construction placed by his Lordship on 
section had been rather widely entertained, shows the 
misleading manner in which modern Acts of Parliament 
ate framed. If the Legislature meant that the execution 
creditor should receive the. proceeds as the property of 
the trustee—as to which doubt may reasonably be en- 
tertained—why did it not say so, and save all this mis- 


apprehensicn ? 


Tuenx 1s onz pornt in which the provisions of the rules 
in the schedule to the Judicature Act with respect to the 
powers of the Court over property in dispute appear to 
us to be defective. It will be seen by reference to rules 
44 and 45 that the Court or a judge may, on the applica- 
tion of any party to an action, make an order for sale of 
aly goods, wares, or merchandize which may be of a 
perishable nature, or which, from any other reason, it may 
be desirable to dispose of at once; and also that the 
Court or a judge may, on the application of any party to 
&h action, make an order for the detention, preservation, 
or inspection of any property being the subject of the 
agtion ; and for all or any of such purposes may 
suthorise an entry on land, and may authorise samples 








to be taken, or any other observation to be made or 
experiment tried, which may be necessary or expedient 
for the purpose of obtaining full information or evidenee. 
It seems to us that one case at least may arise with 
respect to property in dispute in an action for which 
these rules contain no provision, and which, nevertheless, 
might with advantage be provided for. We mean the 
case in which a defendant claims a lien on property fer 
charges for work done in respect of which the other party 
denies his liability. Such a case seems not to come 
within rule 43, which relates only to the case where “ by 
any contract a prima facie case of liability is established; ” 
for, in the case supposed, the liability of the defendant 
in an action of trover or detinue cannot be said to be 
established by any contract. In such a case there may 
be considerable hardship on the party to whom the 
property belongs. He may be prevented from em- 
ploying it in a very profitable manner, and if he is 
proved to be in the right, may ultimatély have only a 
right of action against an insolvent party for the 
damages incurred by the wrongful detention. If his 
opponent be an unscrupulous man, he may refuse to make 
any arrangement for giving up the property upon having 
due security for any sum which may ultimately appear 
to be owing to him, knowing that he has a powerful 
means in his hands for compelling his adversary to yield 
to his claims. We think in such a case the Court ought 
to have power to order the delivery of the property to the 
owner upon a sufficient amount being brought into Court 
to secure the claim of the other party, if successful. The 
party claiming the lien could have no injustice done him 
by such a proceeding, for all he is entitled tois a sufficient 
security. 





We may assume that most of our readers have read 
with some interest the newspaper reports of the case of 
Neaie v. Denman, decided by Vice-Chancellor Hall on 
Thursday last. Mr. Neate is a barrister and a member 
of Lincoln’s-inn, and the real question in his suit was 
whether he had not a right to retire from membership 
of the Inn merely on payment of what was due from 
him to the Inn up to the time of his signifying his desire 
to withdraw. The Benchers had required him to present 
a petition stating that he did not intend to practise as a- 
barrister either in this country, India, or the colonies, 
and praying that his name might be taken off the 
books of the society on payment of arrears and the com- 
position on leaving. Mr. Neate objected to contract 
himself out of any right he might have to practise as a 
barrister without being a member of any Inn of Court, 
and he also objected to paying any sum on leaving, and 
he particularly objected to the term “compositioa,” as 
implying that the Benchers have a right to retain a man 
on their books for the term of his lite. The bill showed 
that Mr. Neate was prepared with an array of arguments 
against the policy of conferring upon private and irre- 
sponsible bodies the monopoly of creating barristers, and 
against the validity of the claim of the present bodies 
to their alleged monopoly, but at the hearing, where 
he appeared in person, he was stopped by the Vice- 
Chancellor upon the question of jurisdiction, and his ar- 
guments were confined to that subject. In the result his 
Honour held that he had no jurisdiction to try the case. 
He pointed out that the bond was silent as to the terms 
on which the plaintiff might withdraw from the society. 
Those terms were left to the regulations of the Inn, 
and the plaintiff's right to retire was a question solely 
between himself and the society. Questions of that sort 
were within the cognizance of the judges, as visitors of 
the Inn. They were the proper forum to apply to, and 
it had been decided at law that in such cases they have 
exclusive jurisdiction. The present state of authority on 
the important question raised in this suit seems therefore 
to be that neither the Courts of Law nor the Courts of 
Equity willinterfere in any question between one of these 
great societies, and a member of it, gud member. The 
only appeal from the benchers is to the judges in 
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their capacity of visitors of the Inns. We may add 
that as to any person seeking admission to one of the 
societies, the case of Rex v. The Benchers of Lincoln’s 
Inn (4 B. & C. 855), shows that if such an application 
be rejected, the person making it has no appeal either 
to the judges or the Courts. 





Tue Lorps Justices have affirmed the decision of Hall, 
V.C., in the case of The Powell Duffryn Steam Coal 
Company v. The Taff Vale Railway Compnny (22 W. R. 
182), involving an important question as to the right of 
the public to use all lines of railway in the kingdom with 
their own engines and carriages, under section 92 of the 
Railways Clauses Act, 1845. Fully recognising the 
statutory right, the Lords Justices have, like the Vice- 
Chancellor, declined to enforce it by injunction, upon the 
ground that the Court of Chancery will not issue an in- 
junction to enforce a continuous act. 

The most curious part of the question is, how section 
92 ever found its way into the Railways Clauses Act of 
1845 in its present unqualified shape. So far back as 
1840 a Select Committee had reported that, as then used 
in special Acts—-and the form has not been materially 
altered—the clause was practically a dead letter: 
(1) because no provision was made for securing access to 
stations and watering places (as to this, see Midland 
Railway Company vy. Ambergate Railway Company, 10 
Hare, 370) ; (2) because the statutory tolls were too high 
to admit of independent persons working the line at a 
profit; and (3) because of the necessity of a single complete 
control. All these obstacles notwithstanding, the 
clause was deliberately inserted in the Consolidation 
Act passed five years afterwards. We find the recent 
Amalgamation Committee recording an opinion that it is 
“doubtful whether there is any advantage in generally 
retaining these toll clauses.’ We think so too, but we 
hope that with their repeal Parliament may secure a 
reasonable equivalent for the fresh confirmation of 
monopoly. And no equivalent we think would be more 
reasonable than the imposition upon the companies of 
the legal obligation (not now existing, see Johnson v. 
Midland Railway Company, 4 Ex. 367; Hare v. London 
and North Western Railway Company, 2 J. & H. 80, 
103, 10 W. R. Ch. Dig. 60) “to provide means of con- 
veyance for, and to convey all articles tendered to them, 
subject to such restrictions as the circumstances of the 
railway may require.” (See Report of Royal Commission 
of 1865, par. 139, p. Ixv.) 


By tue 7TH section of the Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1870, it is provided that where any woman, married 
after tne passing of the Act, shall, during her marriage, 
become entitled to any personal property as next of kin 
ef an intestate, or to any sum not exceeding £200 under 
any deed or will, such property shall, without prejudice 
to any settlement affecting the same, belong to the woman 
for her separate use. The question at once arises on the 
latter part of this section as to what is the meaning of the 
words “ shall become entitled to,’’ when the case isthat of 
a woman who, at thetime of her marriage, haseithera vested 
interest in remainder or a contingent interest in a sum 
of money which vests in possession during the coverture. 
Hitherto there has been a lack of authority on the point, 
but the question recently came before the Deputy- 
Recorder in a case of Lane v. Oakes, reported in 
our last week's issue, and he expressed an opinion 
that a reversionary interest, falling into possession 
during coverture, was within the protection of the 
statute; so that, in the case before him, where a 
sum of £137 had been bequeathed by o will proved in 
1865 to A. for life, remainder to a lady who married in 
1871, and A. died in 1873, the money was the lady’s 
separate property. A corresponding construction has 
been placed on the 25th section of the Divorce Act (20 
& 21 Vict. c. 85), where, however, the words are much 
stronger in favour of the wife than in the recent Act. 
By the section jn question it is provided that, in cases 





<= 
of judicial separation, the wife shall, during the separa. 
tion, be considered as a feme sole with respect to 
perty which “she may acquire or which may come to or 
devolve upon her.” In the case of Johnson v. Lauder 
(I7 W. R. 272, L. R. 7 Eq. 228) the late Master of the 
Rolls held that the wife’s choses in action, not reduced 
into possession at the date of the decree, become the 
separated wife’s absolute property. We may add that 
both the Acts to which we have referred are eminently 
statutes calling for a liberal construction. 





AN IMPORTANT PoINT under another section of the same 
statute was yesterday decided by the new Lord Chan. 
cellor and the Lords Justices in a case of Re Heneage, 
where they held, affirming the decision of Mr. Registrar 
Hazlitt, that a married woman (at any rate if she has 
no separate property) is not liable by virtue of sed 
tion 12 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1870, to be made a bankrupt. The section in ques. 
tion provides that a husband shall not, by reason of 
a marriage after the Act came into operation, “ be liable 
for the debts of his wife contracted before marriage, but 
the wife shall be liable to be sued for, and any property 
belonging to her for her separate use shall be liable to 
satisfy, such debts as if she had continued unmarried.” 
The Lord Chancellor and Lord Justice James con- 
curred in holding that the effect of this section is only to 
enable the creditor to reach the separate property by means 
of a judgment at law, instead of by the proceeding in 
equity which would formerly have been necessary. They 
thought that the Legislature did not intend to make 
married women subject to the law of bankruptcy. Lerd 
Justice Mellish agreed to this extent—that a married 
woman who bas no separate property (as was the fact, 
so far as appeared, in this case) is not liable to be made 
a bankrupt, but he was not quite satisfied whether, if 
she had such property, she would not be so liable. He 
therefore guarded himself from going further than was 
necessary for the actual decision of the case. The 
decision amounts to a reversal of the judgment of Mr. 
Russell, the judge of the Manchester County Court, 
in Re Philips (17 8. J. 385). 








CONSOLIDATION ACTS AND THE PARLIAMEN. 
TARY STYLE. 


In the remarks which we made on the subject of the 
Simplification of Law a short time since (ante p. 256), 
we strongly urged the possibility and the propriety of 
taking some immediate steps for the simplification of the 
law relating to local administration, without waiting for 
the constitution of a new department of State, and 
without embarrassing the matter with the wider and 
more difficult question of the general codification of the 
law; and we drew attention to the importance of having 
the work conducted in such a way as would secure, or at 
least promote, a harmony of structure, and the preserva- 
tion of a uniform style. In pursuing this subject 
we are increasingly impressed with the necessity of 4 
reform in the style of Acts of Parliament, a necessity 
which will be far greater in any attempts at consolida- 
tion, in proportion as such a work would give a fixed 
character to the legislation which it affected, and would 
either furnish us at once with a well constructed machine 
and a good model, or condemn us to perpetual discredit 
and inconvenience, And the matter appears the more 
serious, because, so far from improving, what may be 
called the parliamentary style has sensibly retrograded. 
If we leave out of account the various Acts which were 
drawn in pursuance of the reports of the Real Pro- 
perty Commissioners, and such Acts as the Common Law 
Procedure Acts, which passed under the hands of men 
of the first rank, we believe that no one who or hee 
the various Consolidation of Clauses Acts of nearly 


years ago (though by no means faultless) with the form 
of more recent legislation, will hesitate in prono 
the latter to be by comparison with the former 
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slovenly, and careless. Some exceptions might be named, 
guch as the Companies Act, 1862, but on the whole the 
observation is true. Considering all that has been 
written and said on the subject, and the improvement 
which has in some respects taken place in the style of 
legal documents and pleadings, this is discouraging. It 
is to be feared that the effort to avoid the verbosity of the 
old style has not been always beneficial, that it has led to 
an impatience of the minute accuracy that was formerly 
studied, and that the old saying has been tco often veri- 
fied dum brevis esse laboro, obscurus fio. Itis forgotten 
that though to be brief and accurate is also to be clear, 
brevity requires a double portion of care not to 
become both inaccurate and obscure; draftsmen 
have disregarded what is expressed by the sentence, “I 
have not time to be concise”; and the upshot of the 
whole is a return to verbosity without a return to ac- 
curacy. To the same cause may be ascribed the in- 
creasing use of mechanical expedients, in the arrange- 
ment of tables, types, and spaces. These printers’ de- 
vices, as means of catching the eye, are useful, but they 
are the ruin of good draftsmanship when they are re- 
sorted to for the mere purpose of saving trouble, 
and they have a direct tendency to entrap the drafts- 
man into careless and slovenly habits. With an 
appearance of symmetrical accuracy, their effect -is 
sometimes to double the confusion (of which we'shall 
give an instance below), and as we read them we are re- 
minded of the attempts of feeble reasoners to clear their 
logic by putting their ideas into geometrical compart- 
ments. There is no rule on which people can be required 
to act which is-not capable of being expressed simply 
and intelligibly in a straightforward sentence; and any 
plan which saves the draftsman the trouble of so ex- 
pressing himself will probably involve his readers in con- 
fusion. When once the sentence is constructed, the 
mechanical expedient may be resorted to; but except in 
a mere schedule (such as that of repealed Acts and sec- 
tions) the mechanism should follow, and not form the 


style. 

Scarcely any class of Acts have earned a worse 
notoriety than those which may be described in general 
as Acts relating to the public health, but as itis always 
easy to make general statements, we will venture upon 
the hazardous experiment of presenting an illustration, 
which shall not be taken from a clause raising a doubt- 
ful question of legal construction, but from one where the 
result is not open to doubt, but where a tolerably simple 
matter is rendered obscure and intricate by the mere 
force of either carelessness or inaptitude. We will take 
our illustration from the Local Government Act, 1872, 
the design of which is conceived in a masterly way, and 
which has made a long step towards the simplification of 
local jurisdiction in matters of public health. Gathering 
from the provisions which have been enacted in the 4th 
section the intention of the author of the measure, we 
may suppose the instructions given by the minister to the 

an intrusted with the preparation of the Act 
(with the reasons for the particular plan chosen we have 
no concern) to have been as follows:—All places which 
may be described as urban, are to be constituted into 
urban sanitary districts. In determining what districts 
shall be so constituted, and what district and what 
authority shall be preferred where more than one local 
jurisdiction is now in existence, the following rules are 
to be observed :—(1) Wherever an existing dis- 
trict lies wholly within a larger district, let the larger 
district be preferred. (2) Subject to this, wherever a 
borough exists, make the borough the district. Hence, 
wherever a borough and any other district either coincide 
or cross, let the borough be the urban sanitary district. 

) Where an Improvement Act district and a Local 

ent Act district coincide, let the preference be 

ney to the more local legislation of the Improvement 
(4) But where an Improvement Act district and a 

Local Government district cross, let the latter, and not 


the former, be the urban sanitary district. (5) In each 





case let the urban sanitary authority of the new district 
be the authority proper to the borough or district in 
which it is formed; and (6) as to those parts of districts 
which will remain excluded from the new urban sanitary 
districts, let them continue under the existing jurisdic- 
tion, until the Local Government Board shall otherwise 
direct. This plan might be very simply and intelligibly 
drafted as follows :— 
1. The following places shall be urban sanitary dis- 
tricts :— 
Every borough not lying wholly within a Local Govern- 
ment district or an Improvement Act district. 
Every Improvement Act district now existing, not 
coincident with a borough, nor lying wholly or in 
part within a Local Government district. 
Every Local Government district not coincident wit 
nor lying wholly within a borough or an Improve- 
ment Act district, nor lying partly within a borough. 


2. The urban sanitary authorities in urban sanitary 
districts shall be as follows :— 


In a borough, the mayor, aldermev, and burgesses 
acting by the Council. 

In an Improvement Act district, the Improvement 
Commissioners, 

In a Local Government district, the local board. 

3. Any part of an Improvemert Act district or a Local 
Government district which lies without an urban sanitary 
district shall continue subject to the jurisdiction for 
sanitary purposes to which it is now subject, unless and 
until the Local Government Board by provisional order 
otherwise directs. 


We venture to say with confidence that these three 

sections contain in a plain and easily intelligible form 
every provision that exists in the 4th section of the Act 
of 1872, and for the text of which we refer the reader to 
the Act itself. And we will venture further to say that 
these provisions are in the same 4th section obscured in 
language which is a perfect Chinese puzzle of construc- 
tion. Expressly, or inferentially and obscurely, all the 
pieces are to be discovered, but a perverse ingenuity 
seems to have been exercised in concealing them from 
view, notwithstanding the introduction into the section of 
the favourite modern device of a ruled table In distri- 
buting matter either of two modes may be adopted ; either 
that of making each class or head precise by introducing 
all the necessary qualifications and exceptions, or that of 
first dividing broadly and afterwards adding the qualifica- 
tions and exceptions by way of proviso. The first is the 
safer, the latter is sometimes the more clear. But it is acar- 
dinal rule of construction that the two methods shall not 
be mixed. In the section in question that rule is wholly 
disregarded. The table partly states broadly and partly 
with qualifications, and then the whole is qualified by 
provisoes. Again, there being three things very clearly 
to be done—namely, to ascertain the districts, to ascer- 
tain the authorities, and to provide for excluded parts of 
existing districts, the section commits one fault by 
mixing up the two first, and another by adding the third 
by way of a proviso, when it is in no sense a proviso 
(which means something added by way of qualification 
of what goes before), but is a piece of distinct legislation 
dealing, not with anything included in what went before, 
but with what was excluded from it. To exhibit further 
the verbose obscurity of this confused section would be 
both bewildering and unprofitable. 
Perhaps, however, all this confusion is due to an attempt 
to be brief, and to comprise all in one section. It may be so, 
butthe unfortunate resultis that the draftsman has done ob- 
scurely in 381 words what might have been clearly and 
simply effected in 155 words. We must add that we 
have altogether excluded from consideration the latter 
part of the section, which deals with certain specified 
boroughs. It will be readily supposed that this is not 
the only section of the Act of 1872 which is open to 
similar criticism ; it is perhaps the worst, but the very 
next section treads close upon its heels in the race for 
the prize of clumsiness in construction. 
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A great deal of the fault of which we complain may no 
doubt be ascribed to the hurry with which, under the 
pressure of too much work, the Government drafting is 
done; but when we look at previous Acts of the like 
kind, we cannot escape the conclusion that the system 
of Parliamentary drafting has got into a vicious groove, 
and has stereotyped bad methods of workmanship. The 
whole bears too much the marks of the ordinary routine 
conveyancer, who follows the scheme of his Davidson, 
and whose business is rather, taking into consideration 
the details of his instructions, to job about over the 
premises, tightening a screw here and driving a 
nail there, putting on a patch in one place and 
stopping a hole in another, so as to keep the 
structure wind and water tight, than to frame-a sys- 
tematic and comprehensive view of his subject, and to 
render the result in clear English, free from parenthe- 
tical ambiguities. We doubt whether the practice of 
conveyancing or of pleading is favourable to a good style 
of Parliamentary drafting. It is true that in the more 
difficultand complicated instruments, a logical conception 
of the whole is an essential preliminary to a successful 
draft; but even here usage dictates to a great extent the 
form and method, and the form and method of a convey- 
ancing draft is not the form and method proper to an Act 
of Parliament. The only branch of conveyancing which 
approaches at all nearly to what is wanted for a general 
statute (for we cannot include private bills, which are 
eutirely in the jobbing style) is the drafting of articles 
of association; but even these have now become matter 
of common form, merely varied to suit the occasion. 
Experience and practice is of unspeakable value when it 
is applied to the subject in which it has exercised itself, 
and we all rate highly the wary caution of a practised 
conveyancer or pleader; but a particular practice trans- 
ferred to a different kind of work is more often a hin- 
drance than an advantage. For the work in question we 
need a fresher and more original and vigorous handling. 
If we are to set our house in order by consolidating our 
statutes, some steps must be taken to introduce a better 
and more logical method, and to exchange the well- 
known Parliamentary jog trot for a clearer and purer 


style. 


Whether, then, we look at the pressure of the neces- 
sary work which the current Government legislation im- 
poses on the office for Parliamentary drafting, or at the 
style which characterises its work, we cannot feel any 
great confidence in the result which is likely to be 
attained by having consolidation bills framed in the 
ordinary course of Parliamentary drafting; and certainly 
our confidence would be in no degree increased by the 
circumstance that they were to be introduced into Par- 
liament by the President of a Committee of Council for 
Law. What method, then, is there which we might 
reasonably think likely to produce the result we desire ? 
If some man of first rate capacity could be found who 
would think it worth his while to devote unsparing care 
and labour to the performance, single-handed, of such 
an enterprise, that would probably be the best solution ; 
and the country would find it well worth while to pay 
the salary which such services performed by such a man 
would call for. The salary of a judge would be none 
too much for labours which are to re-model the local 
administration of the country and to save us from so 
much confusion. But, as a practical matter, we fear 
this is not to be looked for. The extent and the irksome- 
ness of the detailed labour which would be required from 
the draftsman in familiarising himself with the vast mass 
of minute provisions which exist, and in reducing their 
chaos into order, forbid us to expect that the services of 
such a man could be commanded. The next best plan 
we believe to be that which we have already suggested— 
that is, the concurrent labour of several draftsmen, each 
engaged on one branch of law, preparing their drafts in 
conjunction with the departmental officials, and mu- 
tually communicating and comparing their work during 
its progress. If the subject were analysed it would 





a Y 
soon appear that the whole might be distributed under 
heads, differing in character, though co-ordinated for 
common result. Thus, for instance (and we are not 
professing to give an exhaustive account), one part re. 
lates to the constitution of the local authorities and the 


determination of their areas of jurisdiction; another, to — 


their conduct of business and the appointment. of 
officialg ; another, to the functions which they have to 
perform, which again vary, some relating more properly 
to the public health, some rather to the public con. 
venience, some to the superintendence and control over. 
private action which may interfere with the public, 
some to the construction of public works; another, to. 
the methods of procedure when it becomes necessary to 
appeal to the public force, either for the recovery of dues 
or the enforcing of penalties; another, to the raising of 
money by rates or by the exercise of borrowing powers, 
In what way exactly these matters (which, to some ex. 
tent, cross, but which need cross far less than they do) 
should be distributed, and what portions should be 
elaborated by the same hand, is a matter of detail, very 
important to have rightly settled, but which it would be 
out of place here to examine minutely. Only this is 
clear, that they require very various knowledge—know- 
ledge which, so far as concerns general principles, ought 
to be brought to the work, but which, so far as concerns 
the details, must, to a great extent, be acquired in 
its progress, and which no one would be so 
competent to supply as the departmental officials, 
in conjunction with whom the work should be 
executed. Questions relating to these matters are con- 
stantly brought before the common law courts on 
mandamus, quo warranto, cases stated by magistrates, 
and rules to justices, and there are few members of the 
bar practising in those courts to whom they.are not more 
or less familiar. It is scarcely credible that among them 
all some could not be found capable of grasping a general 
principle, applying it with ease to details, and expressing 
the result in plain intelligible language. Such a 
machinery would be simple, need not be costly, and 
would, we believe, be effective. | 





THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE NEW SYSTEM 
OF PLEADING. 


There is, no doubt, great difficulty in framing at- 
once a series of rules having for their object the estab 
lishment of a new system of pleading such as we have 
endeavoured to shadow forth in our previous articles on 
this subject. No one can <"ppose that the ancient com- 
mon law system of pleadiuz, with its extreme logical 
accuracy and refinement, could have been invented at @ 
blow, or that any system of rules could have given birth 
to it as a complete development. It can only have 
been gradually and in the course of long practice that it 
arrived at what may be called perfection, regarding it as 
a system for the statement of cases in a form to which 
general legal principles could be conveniently applied. 
And it is probable that the new system of pleading will 
have to develope itself by degrees, and may be long im 
fully attaining the object aimed at of showing what the 
matters in dispute between the parties really are. There 
will doubtless be a strong tendency on the part of com- 
mon law pleaders to cling in substance to the present 
system, and it is probable that the statements of causes 
of action and defences drawn by them will at first besimply” 
counts and pleas out of Bullen’s Precedents cut up into 
sentences. So far as common law pleadings consist of 
allegations of fact, properly so called, this would be un- 
objectionable, but the greater part of such pleadings 
consist of general allegations involving conclusions of 
law. We cannot think that the Legislature intended the 
statements mentioned in the rules to be merely counts 
and pleas in slightly altered shape, or that pleadings 60 
framed will be in accordance with the spirit of the Act. 
Again, the new system will involve getting up the facts 
of a case, at least to some extent, more fully at an earlier 
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stage than is often done at present; fuller instructions 
to the pleader will be necessary, and greater accuracy as 
to the exact details of transactions than when a declara- 
tion or defence consisted of certain generalised allega- 
jions which might be proved by various states of facts. 
~ Jn fact the new system will necessitate a considerable 
change of havits and practice both to pleaders and 
solicitors in respect of common law actions, and it is 
difficult to effect such a change at once. But a start 
ought to be made. There ought to be in the new rules 
something to indicate what the idea of the new system 
is to be, and to coerce pleaders towards trying to work 
out and embody such idea in their pleadings. 

Now the kind of pleading which we have in previous 
articles suggested as desirable, is one in which the facts 
upon which the rights of the parties depend should be 
pleaded, as distinguished from mere evidence on the one 
hand (i.e., from facts which are only material by reason 
of the presumptign arising from them as to the existence 
or non-existence of the material facts), and from mere 
conclusions or legal effecta of facts on the other. The 
difficulty is to devise rules which shall prevent the plead- 
ings from deviating on either hand, i.e., into mere 
evidence or into legal conclusions. With regard to de- 
yiation in the former of these two directions, the best 
safeguard will lie in the fact that if the party chooses to 





encumber his pleading with evidence he must do it at: 


his peril. The only objections in substance that we can 
see to that mode of pleading are prolixity and expense. 
With regard to expense, the remedy will be that 
suggested by the rules in the schedule to the Act, viz., 
that any unnecessary expense thus occasioned should be 
borne by the party who causes it. With respect to the 
objection of cumbrousness or inconvenience, it seems to 
us that a remedy should also be given by way of appli- 
cation at chambers to reform or disallow any portion of 
the pleading that may embarrass the party against whom 
it is pleaded. 

With regard to deviations in the other direction, viz., 
that of pleading general allegations instead of facts, it 
wems to us that it should be established as a general 
mile of pleading that no allegation should be allowed 
which involves a conclusion of law. This would, after 
all, only be carrying to its legitimate result the principle 
upon which it has always been held that an allegation 
of a duty is unavailing in a declaration in tort. There 
are numerous classes of allegations in common law 
pleadings which have always been admitted, and which 
involve conclusions of law as well as conclusions of fact. 
The common allegation of a contract may always do so, 
for if the actual contract turns out to have been in 
writing there is what is substantially a question of law 
for the Court involved—viz., whether, admitting the 
writing to be genuine, any contract, such as that alleged, 
exists. The substantial distinction between questions 
of law and fact, for the present purpose, seems to us to 
be whether the question is one for the Court or a jury. 
It is true that many questions which are admitted to be 
for the Court are perhaps hardly, according to strict 
wientific classification, questions of law ; but the practical 
object of pleadings is to see what the issue between the 
parties really is, and how triable, and, therefore, the 
classification we have adopted is sufficient for our pur- 
pose. There are many other general allegations which, 
though they may not strictly involve a question of law, 
ought not, we think, to be permitted to be made without 
setting out the facts on which they are based, such as 
Tescission of a contract, fraud, leave and licence, &c. ° 

Ttseems to us that a machinery might be devised to 
enforce the pleading of facts instead of general allega- 
tions, _ Where any pleading contained a general allega- 
tion without setting out the facts upon which such alle- 
_ Sation was based, it might be competent for the opposite 
tide to apply at chambers, requiring his adversary to 
amend his pleadings by pleading the facts upon which 
he proposed to rely in support of his allegation or else 
thet such allegation should be shut out of the pleadings. 











A discretion should be given to refuse such application 
if the judge thought that the circumstances of the case 
were such as to render it improper that it should be 
granted, inasmuch as there migit be cases when, from the 
facts necessarily lying rather in the knowledge of the op- 
posite party than of the party pleading, or from other 
causes, it might be improper to throw on the party 
peers the onus of supporting his allegation by specific 
acts. 








RECENT DUISIONS. 
EQUITY. 

SvrTs RELATING TO THE SAME SUBJECT-MATTER. 
Sayers v. Corrie, L.J., 22 W. R. 101, L. R. 9 Ch. 52. 
In Orrell v. Busch (18 W. R. 588, L. R. 5 Ch. 467) 

Giffard, L.J., laid down for the first time the rule that, 
“where a party knowing a suit has been instituted in 
one branch of the court, files his bill in another branch 
of the court in respect of the same subject-matter, if an 
application to the Court of Appeal for tne transfer of the 
second cause becomes necessary, the plaintiff in that 
cause will, as a general rule, be ordered to pay all the 
costs of the application.” In Lucas v. Siggers (20 W.R. 
458, L. R. 7 Ch. 517) James and Mellish, L.J., con- 
firmed this rule, and held that the fact of a decree 
having been made in the second suit did not interfere 
with its application, and in the receht case of Sayers v, 
Corrie (ubi sup.) they held that the plaintiff in the 
second suit was not excused from obedience to the rule 
even in a case where the first bill was filed in a court 
where the arrears were heavy, and the second in another 
court where the arrears were light, so that, according 
to the counsel for the plaintiffs in the second suit, if it 
were transferred it would take a year longer to come to 
a hearing. These cases show a determination to make 
the rule stringent and effectual. It should be noted, 
however, that the application of the rule depends upon 
the knowledge of the first suit by the plaintiff in the 
second, and therefore solicitors filing a bill on behalf of 
a plaintiff in a case where a similar bill may be filed 
against their client, should take care to serve the defen- 
dants as soon as possible. 





COMMON LAW. 
Poor Rate—Depvuctions. 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board v. Churchwardens 

and Overseers of Liverpool, Q.B., 22 W. R. 184, L. R. 

9 Q. B. 84. 

The only point of interest in this case is the 
question as to the allowance of tenants’ profits in assess- 
ing to the poor rate the property of a public body acting 
under statutory authority. In solving the complex pro- 
blem of how to rate public: works which (like railways, 
&c.) are of sucha character as to make it impossible to 
arrive at their annual value by the test of a market 
price, and where, for this reason, it becomes necessary to 
calculate what is the revenue really derived from them, 
there must, of course, be deducted from the gross earn- 
ings the profits which a tenant would reasonably expect 
to make, since it would clearly be impossible to secure a 
rent which did not allow of profit being made by the 
tenant. But when under a statute a public body occu- 
pies premises the whole revenue of which is, by their 
Act, to be devoted to defined purposes, so that no 
tenants’ profits are or can be enjoyed by anyone, ought 
tenants’ profits still to be deducted ? The Court have de- 
cided that they ought not. “Ifthe premises were let toa 
tenant, it must be to a tenant subject to this Act—bound 
to hand over the dock rates received, after deducting the 
expenses and charges of collecting the ratas, to those 

ses; and the persons paying the dock rates would 
have a right to object to any part of them being applied 
to pay tenants’ profits, except so far as an allowance for 
that might be included in the expenses and charges of 
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eollecting the rate.” The reasoning appears unanswer- 
able; and yet the conclusion seems singular that pro- 
perty devoted to public purposes should pay at a higher 
rate than any other species of property. In such a case 
as that in question it would perhaps work no hardsbip ; 
the only consequence would be that the rates must be 
fixed at such a sum as will suffice to cover the poor rates 
as well as other outgoings. Being relieved from paying 
the returns which private enterprise would demand, 
those who use the dock have not much to complain of if 
no deduction is made in respect of what they never pay. 
But is not the same reasoning, as to deduction for 
tenant’s profits applicable to property occupied for 
charitable uses? It is reasonable that property devoted 
to such uses should not be withdrawn from taxation, but 
is there any reason why it should be more heavily bur- 
dened than other property of the like kind? But will 
not this consequence follow ? 


Pronate Duty—Conversion. 


Attorney-General v. Lomas, Ex., 22 W. R. 188, L. R. 
9 Ex. 29. 

Following the course of the more recent decisions, the 
Court has held that wherever there is in a will an abso- 
lute direction to convert, and by reason of the failure of 
the trusts of the proceeds the heir takes, and dies before 
any actual conversion, his interest in the proceeds is 
nevertheless to be taken as personalty for the purpose of 
liability to probate duty; unless, indeed, the purposes 
ot the conversion have so wholly failed that he was 
entitled to say that no conversionghould be made, and 
has accordingly elected to take the land as land. The 
effect of the decisions subsequent to Matson v. Swift 
(8 Beav. 368) and Custance v. Bradshaw (4 Hare, 315) 
has been to subvert the principle supposed to be estab- 
lished by those cases, that the actual state of the pro- 
perty is to be considered, and to reduce their authority 


to that of decisions on the peculiar facts which they 
presented. 


PracticE—PLeADING—COUNTER-CLAIMS IN SUIT BY MASTER 
FOR WAGES—NOTICE OF TRIAL. 


The City of Mobile, Adm., 22 W. R. 191; Pretty v. 
Nauscawen, Ex., 22 W. R. 222, L. R. 9 Ex. 42. 


By a reasonable construction of section 191 of 17 & 
18 Vict. c. 104, it was held in the City of Mobile that in 
a suit by a master, who is also a co-owner, against his 
co-owners for wages and disbursements (see The Feronia, 
16 W. R. 585, L. R. 2 A. & E. 65), the defendants are 
at liberty to raise a counter-claim arising out of the co- 
ownership accounts, so as to obtain a settlement at unce 
of all accounts between them. 

In Pretty v. Nauscawen the meaning of the common 
order requiring the defendant to “take short notice of 
trial if necessary ’’ (which has been the subject of some 
misapprehension) was decided to be, that the defendant 
was to take short notice though the plaintiff, using rea- 
sonable diligence, was unable to deliver his replication 
within the usual time for replying. 








be 


The new Home Secretary, says the Sun, who at one 
bound bas risen from the position of a private member to 
that of a Cabinet Minister, in 1857 entered Parliament as 
one of the members for Preston, being then in full practice 
as a barrister of the Northern Circuit. At once he inade 
his mark as a potest member, but his Parliamentary 
career was cut short in 1862, by the exigencies of the Old 
Bank at Warrington—of which his deceased father-in-law 
bad been a chief proprietor—requiring new blood to meet 
the extraordinary extension of the town and trade of 
Warrington. For four years he became a banker, and 
missed an excellent chance of one of the legal prizes which 
fel] in showers during the term of office as Prime Minister of 
Lord Derby, and then of Mr. Disraeli. 





ed 


REVIE WS. 


ROMAN LAW. 


The Commentaries of Gaius and Rules of Ulpian, 
Translated, with Notes, by J. T. Aspy, LL.D., &, 
and Bryan Wa ker, M.A-, LL.D., &c. New Edition 
Cambridge University Press. 1874. 

“Tt is not,’ say the authors of this work, quoti 


from Professor Maine’s article in the Cambridge 


Essays, “ because our own jurisprudence and that of 
Rome were once alike that they ought to be studied to. 
gether; it is because they will be alike. It is because 
in England we are slowly, and perhaps unconsciously or 
unwillingly, but still steadily and certainly, accustoming 
ourselves to the same modes of legal thought, and to the 
same conception of legal principles, to which the Roman 
jurisconsults had attained after centuries of accumulated 
and unwearied cultivation.” It is, doubtless, to spread 
more widely the knowledge of this law of the future that, 
under the impulse given by the Council of Legal Educa. 


tion, so many works have been lately published on the’ 


Roman Law, and happy are they who can thus, 
as by a spirit of prophecy, anticipate the results 
which time only will reveal to the less fortunate or the 
less industrious. It is then, with an eager wish to 
penetrate into this coming system, that the reader will 
begin to study anew his Gaius, which he will feel con- 
scious of having hitherto read to but little profit, if indeed 
its real interest is not that of a record of the past, but of 
a revelation of the future. In the breadth of the open. 
ing statements as to jus naturale he will find something 
which, though more insisted upon a century ago than it 
is now, will be wide enough to satisfy any expectation he 
may have formed; wanting in definiteness indeed, yet 
wide enough, for quod naturalis ratio inter omnes 
homines constituit, quod apud omnes populos peraque 
custoditur, will of necessity always cover everything 
which is or will be in fact established as law among all 
men, and will, when the time for its realization arrives, 
apply to the system which is to be promulgated by the 
“parliament of man, the federation of the world.” Pro. 
ceeding further, he will findin the Constitutio Principis the 
foreshadowing of that legislation by the paternal demo- 
cratic despotism which is the alternative view to the 
“ parliament of man.” When he next reaches the part 
relating to slaves and freemen, he will no doubt 
find in the condition of the dediticii the trae idea of 
what is imperfectly sought to be obtained by the Habitual 
Criminals Act, and in that of the Zatini something ap- 
plicable to the solution of the Colonial question. He 
will be in doubt whether the marriage of the future is to 
be that by usus, by confarreatio, or by coemptio; and 
he will, perhaps, hesitate as to whether the Roman rules 
as to patria potestas and mancipatio ought to be restored 
in their integrity. But he will go on in faith, and 
though at almost every step of his course he will find 
himself surrounded by extinct and comparatively primeval 
forms of thought and modes of procedure, he will, no 
doubt, reach the end of ‘his Gaius, with the account of 
the fine inflicted on the freedman who sues his patronus 
without leave, in the persuasion that he is reading ‘the 
romance of a Utopian future. 

It is a pity that the absurd pretensions put for 
ward on behalf of the Roman law should bring, 
as they needs must in the long run, discredit and 
ridicule on a study which, as a branch of historical 
inquiry, must always possess the highest interest, 
and which furnishes besides, in its antiquarian 
aspect, an important mediating link between our own 
views and customs and the views and customs of nations 
who have not advanced so far in civilization and develop- 
ment, It is a pity too, so far as concerns the 
of lawyers, that attention should be diverted from the 
acute reasonings, and the solution of practical cases in 
matters that are still of living interest, which may be 
found in many parts of the Digest, to the dry bones and 
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antique curiosities with which the student of the present 
day is expected to make himself familiar. But until the 

mt paroxysm has expended its fury, we need not 
look for anything rational in this direction. To 
foreigners, who have long been busy in escaping from 
the necessity of having to seek the sources of their 
reasoning in the laws of Rome, and who have for the 
most part effected their emancipation, it must be a 
curious sight to see this old nation, which has already 
lived through the same stages and experiences which the 
Romans passed in their time, and has been long busy in 
‘stripping off its archaisms and moulding its laws accord- 
ing to its own customs and usages and the rules of 
reason and convenience, with a good sense and 
moderation which the Romans would have been pleased 
to see, now setting off, under the impulse of a strong 
delusion, to furnish their wardrobe by gathering up their 
neighbours’ cast off clothes, though there is all the while 
the most absolute certainty that they will neverattempt to 
put them on. And to an English lawyer who would be 
glad to see the work of sound and rational jurisprudence 
carried forward, and such assistance obtained in it as 
has in former times been gained from Roman sources, 


‘and as may be gained from them still, it is melancholy, 


not indeed to see a student enriching his mind with the 
knowledge of a great people, and of their character 
and customs reflected in their laws, but to see 
him set down to fiddle faddle with the Lex 
4flia Sentia, and the Lex Furia Caninia, and 
the mysteries of the actio sacramenti, in the belief 
that he is learning something that has a real and prac- 
tical bearing on modern law, and that will enlarge his 
mind to the reception of great juristic principles. The 
comparison of such a work as that of Dr. Goudsmit, 
which we noticed not long since in these columns, with 
the series of works on Roman law which have been 
lavished on us within the last few years, will show at a 
glance the enormous interval between the mode of apply- 
ing Roman law to modern life which is followed by 
those whose circumstances have imposed on them the 
necessity of so applying it, and the English method of 
studying it, by which the student will acquire a pos- 
session about as valuable to him as a suit of Roman 
armour. 

Leaving, however, by the side all the fantastic folly 
which is connected with the present movement, we may 
be glad to find these historical monuments carefully 
edited by English hands and brought to our libraries in 
aconvenient shape. The present work appears to be one 
of the best of the series of recent English books on the 
Roman law. It comprises Gaius, and the Rules of 
Ulpian, that is, so much of them as remains, accompanied 
by a translation and footnotes, and followed by an ap- 
pendix, from which the student would derive considerable 
assistance in mastering the outlines of the subjects 
treated of. Some day, perhaps, some writer will have 
the courage to present us with a short examination of 
the principles and decisions of the Roman law on some 
one topic which admits of scientific treatment; and then 
we may look for the opportunity of congratulating the 
public on the possession of a work fitted to train a lawyer 
in sound reasoning and acute analysis. Till then. the 
authors of Roman law books will scarcely earn the credit 
of being more than careful compilers and collaters of the 
results of German research and industry. 





The American Law Review thinks there are some great 
emotional natures at the New York bar. We are told that, 
on the announcement of the favourable verdict for Stokes, 
one of his counsel ‘‘ wept like a child,” upon which the 
prisoner ‘ patted his shoulder caressingly.” Mr. Graham, 
too, weeps when a motion in favour of ‘I'weed is overruled, 
and also, and perhaps with more reason, when he himself is 
punished for contempt. Tears we have been taught to 
Consider woman's weapon ; and, having a wholesome fear 

power, we have, we confess, always looked with some 
alarm on her prospective admission to the bar. 





NOTES. 


In the case of Baxter v, Roberts, noted in the Aliany 
Law Journal, the Supreme Court of California decided a 
question involving a rather curious state of facts. The de- 
fendant was the owner of a lot the possession of which was 
disputed, and a resort to arms was imminent. Plaintiff, a 
carpenter, was employed by defendant to go upon the lot 
to do some work, not being told by defendant of the state of 
affairs, and while at work he received a wound from a shot 
fired from an adjacent lot. It was held that defendant 
was liable in damages to plaintiff. The Court. declared 
that the defendant should have disclosed the facts, and 
that the plaintiff only took the risks usually incident to 
the employment. “ The nature or charaeter of the agencg, 
or means through which the danger of injury to the em- 
ployee is to be apprehended, can make no difference in the 
rule, for the employee is entitled in all cases to such in- 
formation upon the subject as the employer may possess, 
and this, with a view to enable him to determine for him- 
self if, at the proffered compensation, he be willing to 
assume the risk and incur the hazard of the business ; and 
if the employer has such information or knowledge, and 
witholds it from the employee, and the latter afterward 
be injured in consequence thereof, the employer is liable 
to him in damages therefor.” 


A recent decision of the Supreme Court, in The New 
York Central Railroad Company v. Lockwood, relates to 
the extent to which a railroad can limit its liability for 
injury to passengers, and the facts of the case may be 
compared with those in Macaulay v. Furness Railway 
Company, 21 W. R. 140. The action, says the American 
Law Review, was brought for injuries: received by a 
drover who was travelling in the same train with his 
cattle, and had signed an agreement to take all risk of 
injury to him and them, and had received a ticket, called 
a drover’s pass, declaring that he waived all claims for 
injuries which he might receive during the journey. The 
opinion, by Mr. Justice Bradley, is elaborate and exhaus- 
tive. The conclusions to which he comes are— 

First. That a common carrier cannot lawfully stipulate 
for exemption from responsibility when such exemption is 
not just and reasonable in the eye of the law. 

Secondly. That it is not just and reasonable in the eye 
of the law for a common carrier to stipulate for exemption 
from responsibility for the negligence of himself or his 
servants. 

Thirdly. That these rules apply both to carriers of 
goods and carriers of passengers for hire, and with special 
foree to the latter. 

Fourthly. That a drover travelling on a pass, such as 
was given in this case, for the purpose of taking care of 
his stock on the train, is a passenger for hire. 

The Court purposely abstain from expressing any opinion 
as to the rights of the drover had he been a “free pas- 
senger.” 


A correspondent, whose letter will be found in another 
column, appears to be in some perplexity as to the effect 
of the Judicature Act upon the raiment of the judges. 
We fear we cannot furnish any authoritative statement on 
the matter; but we may extract for our correspondent's 
benefit from Dugdale’s Origines Judiciales, p. 139, the account 
of the ceremony of a serjeant’s creation and the details 
of his costume, the comparison of which with that of a 
modern judge we must leave to our correspondent. The 
passage is as follows :—“ For the serjeants at their crea- 
tion; they come to the Lord Chief Justice of the King’s 
Bench, the same day that they are to go to Westminster, 
in the hall of that Serjeants Inne, of which the Lord Chief 
Juatice, for the time being, is: and the serjeant comes in 
a black robe, his ancient clerk bringing after him a scarlet 
hood spread upon his arms, and a coif upon the hood. 
Then, after the solemnity of a speech made by the 
Lord Chief Justice, and the pleading repeated, the 
Chief Justice puta the eoif on the serjeant’s hood, 
and tyes it under his chin [a ceremony which no 
doubt still exists, and to which we think the public should - 
be admitted]; and then he takes the hood, and pats it upoa 
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his right side and over his right shoulder. After this the 
serjeant goes, and puts on a party coloured robe of black 
and murrey, and his hood of the same, so over his neck, 
with the tabard hanging down behind; and so goes to 
Westminster, his man carrying before him the scarlet 
hood, spread on his arms, and the cornered cap upon it. 
And all that year the serjeant both in the Term, Guild- 
hall, Westminster, and Circuit, ought to go in his party 
coloured robes ; and his men in party coloured coats, un- 
less upon a Sunday or Holy Day; and then in violet, with 
the scarlet hood. At all times when the judges sit at 
Westminster in scarlet, all the serjeants, as well he of the 
first year as the other, are to wear a violet robe, and a 
violet hood close over his neck, with the tongue hanging 
back and down behind. And at all grand days all the 
serjeants are to wear scarlet gownes, and scarlet hoods: 
but no serjeant may pin their hoods, nor have used to line 
their gownes.” 


If our correspondent is anxious for further information on 
this deeply interesting topic, he will find in Wynne’s Law 
Tracts, p. 325, et seq. a long and rapturous account of the 
ceremonies observed on the creation of serjeants in 9 Geo. 
2, of the speeches they made, the dresses they wore, the 
rings they gave, the dinner they ate, the wine they drank, 
and the money they paid for it all. Their clothes 
(including the night cap tied under the chin), are particu- 
jJarly described at p. 331. 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Concegnine LecaL Costume. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—Will you or any correspondent of your paper 
kindly inform me whether the Judicature Act of last 
session will have the effect of superseding, or in any way 
altering, the costume at present worn by the judges of 
the Superior Courts of Common Law, when sitting in open 
court? As every one who has read itis aware, the Act 
practically amalgamates the three Superior Conrts of 
Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer, while pre- 
serving for divisional purpo-es the rame of each. The Act 
also renders it unnecessary that a judge, appointed after 
it comes into force, should be a serjeant-at-law. The 
variety of judicial costume that is worn by the judges at 
different times throughout the year is to be accounted for 
by the fact of their being serjeants and justices, or barons, 
as the case may be. 

Though only one kind of costume is now worn by 
serjeants practising at the bar, we know that it was dif. 
ferent in Chaucer’s time, as appearsfrom the description he 
gives of the serjeaut in his ‘* Canterbury Tales.” Are not 
the distinctive forensic costumes which were then worn 
now worn on the bench ? 

Will you or any correspondent also kindly inform me 
of any book that treats of this subject, or rather the subject 
of costame of judges and lawyers in general. 

Aw ATrogneY-at-Law. 


[See some remarks above, under the head of ‘‘ Notes.” — 
Ev. 8.J.] 
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It is announced that a proposal was made to confer upon 
the Right Hon. Russell Gurney the Grand Cross of the Bath, 
im recognition of his labours «mn the Washington Claims 

Jommmisxsion, but Mr. Gurney did not desire a distinction 
which seemed incompatible with his profession. 

It is not expected, says the Times, that the Hackney 
Blection Petition can be tried before Raster, and, as the 
ee not allege any offences ander the Parliamenta’ 

ions Act, a novel question is likely to arise whether % 
comes within the Act. The comp'aint is of irregularities at 
the polling-ploces, and by the 51st section of the Act it is 
declared that, ‘' where an election petition under this Act 
(81 & G2 Viet. ¢. 125) complains of the conduct of the 
returning officer, euch returning officer shall, for all pur- 

A this Act, except the admission of eapecsant’ te 
eatoat be deemed to be a rerpondent,” The admissibility 
oA thi — for hearing may probably be raised before 
one of the Blection Petition Judges, and the matter may be 
brought belore the House of Commons. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before the Hon. W. C. Sprine-Rice, sitting as Chief 
Judge.) 
Feb. 7.—Re Low ; Re Low § Morgan. 

Costs of solicitor and receiver under a petition for liquida- 
tion by one of two traders allowed out of assets realised by the 
trustee under a joint petition subsequently filed. 

This was an application under liquidation proceedings 
that the costs of G. W. Wood, the recsiver appointed by 
the Court under a petition presented by Abraham Low, 
the younger, and the costs of Mr. Silberberg, solicitor, of 
aud in relation to the filing the petition, should be taxed 
by one of the masters, and paid by Charles Webster, the 
trustee of the joint estate of Messrs. Low & Morgan. 

The circumstances which gave rise to the application 
were as follows :—In May last the debtor, A. Low, found 
himself involved in pecuniary difficulties, and consulted 
his solicitor, Mr. Silberberg, as to the course to be adopted, 
and he advised the filing a petition for liquidation, 

At that time there was an agreement existing between 
Low and William H. Morgan, whereby, in consideration of 
an advance of £700 made by Morgan, he was to receive ag 
interest a certain share of the net profits arising out of the 
business of a cattle dealer carried on by Low, the intention 
being to avoid constituting Morgan a partner in the trade, 
but Mr. Silberberg was of opinion, having regard to the 
construction of the agreement and the part taken 
Morgan in the management of the business, that he was a 
partner, and that he ought tojoinin the petition. Accord. 
ingly, Mr. Silberberg advised that Low and Morgan should 
jointly file a petition for liquidation of their affairs, but 
Morgan said he did not consider himself a partner, and 
that he should take time to consider the course which he 
should adopt. 

Low afterwards had a conversation with Morgan, who 
stated that he should decline being a party to any liquida- 
tion proceedings, and that he (Low) was to act as he 
thought fit. A writ of summons had then been issued 
against Low by Mr. Brown, a creditor for £100; and Mr. 
Charles Webster, one of the largest creditors, and the pre- 
sent trustee, upon being asked his opinion as to what was 
best to be done, advised Low to file a petition in his own 
name alone. 

Accrdingly Low presented his petition, under which the 
Court appointed a receiver and granted an injunction 
restraining proceedings by Brown, but at the first meeting 
nothing was done, and a joint petition by Low and M 
followed, under which a resolution was passed for a liqui- 
dation by arravgement, and the appointment of a trustee. 

It appeared that only a very small sum of money—some 
£13—had come into the possessionof the receiver under 
the separate petition, but under the joint petition there 
were considerable assets. 

Bagley, in support of the application, The solicitor and 
receiver have performed their respective duties under the 
first petition, and it is only reasonable that their charges 
should be puid. By filing his petition the debtor, Low, 
submitted himself to the jurisdiction of the Court, and he 
could not force Morgan to file a petition. Rule 292 pro- 
vides “ Where bankruptcy occurs pending proceedings for 
or towards liquidation by arrangement or composition with 
creditors, the proper costs incurred in relation to such 
proceedings shall be paid by the trustee under the bank- 
raptcy out of the debtor's estate, unless the Court shall 
otherwise order.” ‘I'be receiver has no lien upon any pro- 
perty he receives, and he is entirely at the mercy of the 
Court. The principle upon which Ea parte Jeffery, re Hawes, 
22 W. BR, 287, was decided applies to the present oase. 

Rh. Griffiths, for the trustee of the joint estate, contra. 
The Court bas a goveral jurisdiction as to costs, and it is 
submitted that the receiver under the separata petition is 
not entitled to payment oat of the joint assets. Moreover 
the receiver bas not properly accounted to the trustee for 
the moneys he has received, 

Baglty.--That he is prepared to do. 

Sraine Ricn, Registrar,—In this caso I think I mast 
make the order asked {-r, {[t seems to me that the soli- 
citor, in recommending the separate petition, to be filed 
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aeted bond fide, and in the interest of all parties. Doubt- 
lees a mistake occurred in not filing a joint petition, but 
the affidavits show that the debtor Morgan declined to 
‘ign, and by the first petition the receiver was enabled to 
% the property which might have been swept away 

y execution. At the same time I am hardly satisfied 
ag to the position of the separate estate; and I think the 
geceiver must render a full account of all his receipts and 
payments. The costs of the present application must be 
paid out of the estate. 

Solicitor for the receiver, Silberberg. 

Solicitors for the trustee, Duffield ¢ Bruty. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
LIVERPOOL. 
(Before J. F, Coutier, Esq., Judge.) 
Feb. 24.—JIn re John F. Metcalfe. 
Application for receiver made after adjudication, 

This was an application to appoint a receiver of the pro- 
perty of the bankrupt. Mr. Metcalfe failed a few weeks ago, 
and a debtors’ summons was issued against him by one of 
his creditors, but before it operated as an act of bankruptcy 
the debtor filed a declaration of insolvency, and was there- 
upon adjudicated bankrupt ou the petition of another 
creditor, Application was made to Mr. Registrar Watson 
on behalf of the creditur who had issued the debtors’ 
summons, to appoint a receiver under section 13 of the Act, 
by the terms of which the Court at any time after the 

mtation of a petition may appoint a receiver. The 
registrar refused the application, on the ground that, as the 
adjudication of bankruptcy had taken place, he (the 
istrar) became the trustee. Counsel then applied that 
the registrar should make an order upon himself to take 
immediate possession of the preperty ; but that application 
being a distinct one from the application for a receiver, 
the registrar held that it must be made separately. Counsel 
‘asked if he might appeal to the judge; but the registrar 
tuled that the only appeal was to the chief judge, as he, 
the registrar, was acting as delegate of the judge. Not- 
withstanding, the application for a receiver was renewed 
before the county court judge. 

Rodway pointed out that no appeal to the Chief Judge 
could be heard until the necessity for a receiver had ceased 
by the creditors appointing a trustee, and therefore the 
elect of the registrar's ruling wonld virtually preclude any 
appeal. He urged that at any rate the registrar or his 
oy ought to be ordered to take possession of the 

te. 


His Honour, after some discussion, went into the merits 
of the question, and finally ruled, on the authority of Re 
Crowhurst, 14 8. J. 219, that as the application for a 
receiver was not made before adjudication, it came too late, 


the registrar being the trustee, and vested with the property. \ 


Asto the application that some person should be ordered to 
take ion of the estate, either the registrar or his 
deputy, he should defer to the registrar's opinion that this 
was a separate application, and that the revenue must be 
protected by the imposition of a five shilling stamp. 

Thereupon Rodway prepared a separate application, dul 
stamped, that the pt be oe ae to ‘he pres 
The registrar said he thought the application ought to be on 
behalf of the petitioning creditor in the bankruptcy, and 
not by any other creditor. 

His Honour overruled the objection. 

The registrar then said there must be a deposit of £10 to 
meet the costs of the registrar taking possession. His 
Honour thought such a Feposit but reasonable, The de- 
deposit was paid, and the registrar was ordered to take 


possession, 





On Thursday last, at the (inildball Sittings, Mr. Justice 

kburn was compelled to rise at half-past eleven, there 

no business to proceed with. He said that he wished 

to oall special attention to the inconvenience and great 

Waste of the public time which were caused by the attorneys 

‘it the various cansos set down for hearing not giving 

notice to the officers of the Court when causes were in- 

tended to be withdrawn, and wished to impress upon them 

the necessity of doing #0, in order that other cages might 
be put in the list, 











APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Jaums Lanr, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Judge of her Majesty’s Chief Consular Court for Egypt. 
Mr. Lane was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Trinity Term, 1836, and has held the position of her 
Majesty's Legal Vice-Consul in Egypt. 

Mr. Henry CoartEs GREENwooD, barrister-at-law, has 
been appointed stipendiary magistrate for the Potteries 
district, in succession to Mr. John Balguy, who has been 
nominated to the magistracy of the Greenwich and Wool- 


! wich police courts. Mr. Greenwood was called to the bar 


at Lincoln’s Inn in November, 1871. 

Mr, C. CuarMan Barser, barrister-at-law, who has been 
appoiuted Judge of the County Court Circuit No. 16 (Hull, 
&c.), in succession to Mr. W. Raines, deceased, was called 
to the bar in Trinity Term, 1833, and acted as secretary 
to the Chancery Commission. 

Mr. Henry Epwarp Rostns, solicitor, of Southampten 
has been appointed Clerk and Solicitor to the School Board 
of the newly-elected district of Hound, Southampton. 

Mr. Witttam Goprrex Newman, solicitor, of South- 
ampton, has been appointed a Commissioner tc take affi- 
davits in Hants, Wilts, Berks, Sussex, and Dorset. 

Mr. Petty Hooper, solicitor, of Weymouth, has bee® 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
acknowledgments of deeds by married women, in and for 
the county of Dorset. 


Mr. GrorcE Cuive, the new member for the city of 
Hereford, is the third son of the late Mr. Edward Bolton 
Clive, of Whitfield (who was M.P. for Hereford from 1826 
to 1845), by Harriet, danghter and co-hviress of the last 
Lord Archer (a title now extinct). He was born at 
Verdun, in France, in the year 1806, was educated at 
Harrow, and at Brasenose College, Oxford, where he 
graduated in 1827. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s 
Inn in 1830. He has been successively an Assistant Poor 
Law Commissioner, a police magistrate in Loudon, and 
judge of the Southwark County Court from 1847 to 1857. 
He is not new to Parliamentary life, having represented 
the city of Hereford from 1857 to 1869, dering a portion 
of which period, viz., in 1859—62, he held office under 
Lord Palmerston as Under-Secretary of State for the 
Home Department. Mr. Clive is a magistrate and deputy- 
lientenant for Herefordshire. 

Mr. Wittram Gorpon, solicitor, the new member for 
Chelsea, is the younger son of the late Alexander Gordon, 
Esq., of Wandsworth common, and his family is a branch 
of the Gordons of Campbeltown, Argyleshire. Mr. Gordon 
was admitted in Trinity Term, 1840, and on his father's 
death succeeded to a large legal practice in the City of 
London. 

Mr. Witt1aw GrantHaw, barrister-at-law, thenew member 
for East Surrey, is the son of the late Mr. George Grantham, 
of Barcombe, Sussex, by Sarah, daughter of the late Mr. 
William Verrall, of Southover, in the same county. He 
was born in 1835, was educated at King’s College School, 
London, and was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
1863, having previously obtained the studentship given by 
the Council of Legal Education for the four [uns of Court. 
He is a member of the Home Circuit and chairman of the 
Croydon School Board. 

Mr. Cuartes Hensy Horwoop, Q.C., the new member for 
Stockport, is the son of the late Mr. John S. S. Hopwood, of 
Montague-place, Russell-square, London, by Mary Aan, 
daughter of the late Mr, John Toole, of Dublin. He was 
born in the year 1829, and wasoalied to the bar atthe Middle 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1853, and joined the Northern 
Cirouit. He was made a Queen's Counsel in the present 
month, 

Mea. Cuantrs Freperic Hawonp, barrister-at-law, the 
new member for Newoastle-on-Tyne, is the son of the late 
Frederio George Hamond, Esq., of Blackheath, Kent, and 
waa born on the 8th November, 1817, He was educated 
at the Blackheath prietary College, and was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple on the lat May, 1865, when 
he joined the Northeru Cirouit, of which he is still a 
member. Having taken up his residence at Newcastle-on- 
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Tyne, he was elected a town councillor for that borough, 
and was also nominated a magistrate for the district. Mr. 
Hamond was elected a member of the Newcastle-on-Tyne 
School Board in January, 1871, being at the head of the 
poll. by a majority of 5,000 votes. He unsuccessfully con- 
tested the representation of Newcastle-on-Tyne at the 
General Election in November, 1868, and again in January 
last, before the recent election. 


Mr. Wiitra James Incram, barrister-at-law, the new 
member for Boston, is the son of the late Mr. Herbert 
Ingram, of Swineshead Abbey, Lincolnshire, by Anne, 
daughter of Mr. William Little. He was born in 1847, and 
was educated at Winchester and at Trinity College, Cam- 
Lridge, where he took his degree in 1871. He was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1872. 


Mr. Jonx Georce MacCartny, solicitor, the new member 
for the borough of Mallow, is the son of Mr. John 
MacCarthy, of Cork, by Jane, danghter of Mr. George 
Driscoll, of the same place. He was born in the year 
1820, and was educated at St. Vincent’s College, Cork. 


Mr. THomas CHaRLEs THompson, barrister-at-law, one of 
the newly elected members for the City of Durham, is the 
only son of the late Thomas Thompson, Esq., of Fawcett 
House and Seaton House, county Durham, by Elizabeth, 
daughter of Richard Pemberton, Esq., and was born in 
1821. Mr. Thompson was educated at Harrow and at the 
University of Durham, where he took his degree in 1839. 
In the following year he was elected a fellow of that 
University, and was called to the bar at the Middle Temple 
in Easter Term, 1844. The new member is a magistrate 
for the county of Durham, and served as High Sheriff of 
the county in 1869. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW ASSO- 
CIATION. 


At the annual general meeting, recently held, the follow- 
ing gentlemen were elected the officers of the association 
for the ensuing year :—President, Mr. W. H. Guest. Vice- 
Presidents, Mr. John Taylor and Mr. A. Percy Earle. 
Treasurer, Mr. James Street. Honorary Secretary, Mr. 
8S. Unwin. Chairman of Committee, Mr. G F. Wharton. 
Depaty-Chairman, Mr. Percy Woolley. 

The following report was read and adopted :— 

In presenting to the members of the Manchester Incor- 
porated Law Association the thirty-fifth annual report, 
the committee have again the pleasure of recording the 
prosperous condition of the association, both in the number 
of ite members and the state of its finances. The accounts 
of the treasurer show a balance in hand of £116 15s. 10d., 
The amount invested in Consols is £672 12s. 3d., which 
with the sum of £80 ls. 3d. for accumulated dividends 
thereon, is held in trust for the association. 

The legislation of the session, though comprising com. 
paratively few acts of interest tothe profession, is rendered 
memorable both to lawyers and the public by the passing 
of 


The Suprehe Court of Judicature Act (36 § 37 Vict. ¢. 66). 

The principle of this bill, the provisions of which are 
now too generally known to need recapitulation, was based 
by the Lord Chancellor on a judicious carryirg out of the 
well-considered recommendations contained in the first 
report of the Judicature Commission for the fusion of law 
and equity. The bill proposed to transfer to the Supreme 
Court the jurisdiction of the present Superior Courts of 
Law and Equity, and of several other courts, including the 
Court of Common Pleas at Lancaster and Court of Pleas 
at Durham. It did not affect the Chancery of Lancashire 
(except as to appeals), nor the County Courts, Salford 
Hondred Conrt, or other inferior courts. Your committee 
after caretully considering the bill, were of opinion that 
it was, on the whole, a beneficial improvement on the 
Present system, and deserved the support of the pro- 
fession, but that the necessity for securing district 
registries in Lancashire (before the suitors were deprived 
of the benefits afforded by the Common Pleas at Lancaster), 
and of granting greater facilitios for the trial of causes 
in Manchester and Liverpool shonld be urged on the 





Legislature. Your committee and the Incorporated lens 


Society of Liverpool communicated with the Lord Chan- 
cellor and Lord Cairns, with the result of extending and 
improving the district registry clauses, so as to provide. 
for the continuance of the Lancashire registries. When 
the bill had passed the Upper House and stood for second 

reading in the House of Commons, a joint deputation 
from the Liverpool and Manchester Societies had an 

interview with a number of members of that House to 
urge them to support the bill, and your committee pre-. 
sented a petition praying that the dill might pass. By 
means of the united action of the Associated Northern 

Provincial Law Societies, the attention of many other 

law societies was called to the bill, and observations were 
drawn up from time to time in reference to the district 

registry, referee, and other clauses, and forwarded to 

members of Parliament. Ultimately the bill, after much 

discussion in committee, where the registry clauses were 
at one time threatened with serious opposition, passed 

throngh all its forms, and has become one of the most 
important Acts relating to the administration of the law 
which hag ever appeared upon the Statute Book. 


The Custody of Infants Act (36 Vict. c, 12). 

makes an important change in the rights of mothers 

as regards the custody of their infant children. It em- 
powers the Court of Chancery to order that a mother may 

have access to, or the custody of, her children under the 
age of sixteen, and legalises an agreement in a separation 
deed for the mother to have the custody of her infant 
children. It repeals the Act 2 & 3 Vict. c. 54. 


Intestates’ Widows and Children Act (36 § 37 Vict. c. 52), 

This Act enables the widow or children of an intestate, 
where the estate does not exceed £100 in value, and if: 
residing more than three miles from a registry of the 
Court of Probate, to obtain letters of administration 
through the registrar of the County Court of the district 
where the intestate had fixed his abode, for a small scale 
of fees. 

Professional Remuneration. 

A joint committee of the Incorporated Law Society and 
the Metropolitan and Provinincial Law Association having 
been appointed with a view of framing a scale of charges 
which should be generally approved by the profession, @ 
circular letter was issued by them to each of the 
Provincial Law Societies, referring to the scale prepared in 
1871 by the Incorporated Society, and to that agreed on 
about the same time by the law societies of Manchester, 
Liverpool, Birmingham, Newcastle-on-Tyne, and Worcester, 
and requesting information as to the experience of the pro- 
fession in regard to the two scales. Your committee, 
after carefully considering the subject, replied to the effect 
that in their opinion a scale of commission requires 
legislative or judicial sanction for general adoption, that 
the London scale of 1871 was so high as to be altogether 
impracticable in the country, and that the scale recom- 
mended by the provincial societies is also, if anything, too 
high in large transactions. They suggested the omission 
of the second column of the provincial scale, with a view 
to simplicity, and reduction on large amounts, but in other 
respects upheld the provincial scale, and its separation of 
negotiation from conveyancing charges, and its principle of 
giving a smaller fee to the vendor's solicitor than to that 
of the purchaser. The London societies subsequently sub- 
mitted the draft of the revised scale which has since been 
adopted by them. This scale, though approaching more 
nearly to that of the provincial societies, especially in the 
adoption of a fee to the vendor's solicitor of three-fourths 
only of that of the purchaser's solicitor, your committee 
consider still too high for adoption in this district. A 
revision, in some respects, of the provincial societies’ scale 
is under their consideration. 

Organisation of the Profession. 

An important step towards the better representation of the 

ofession has been taken during the past year by the 

neorporated Law rey. A in obtaining a supplemental charter, 
by virtue of which the Council now consists of forty ordinary 
members elected by proxy (of whom ten are solicitors p 
in the provinces), and ten extraordinary members, 
annually by the Council from the presidents of provincial law 
societies, At the recent election ten of the most active country 
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members of the profession were elected to the Council, including 
: former president, Mr. Bateson Wood. The question of an 
amalgamation of the Incorporated and Metropolitan and 
Provincial Societies was again considered at the provincial 
meeting of the latter association, at Birmingham, in October 
last, when papers were read on ‘‘ The Organisation of the 
Profession,” by Mr. Marshall, of Leeds, and on ‘‘ The 
Amalgamation of the two London Societies,’ by Mr. Saunders, 
of Birmingham, and it was resolved to ccntinue the efforts for 
the proposed amalgamation. The Council of the Incorporated 
Society have since passed the following resolution on the 
subject:— ‘‘ That the Council being prepared to entertain 
proposals for the admission of members of the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association into the Incorporated Law 
Society on the dissolution of the former, is not unwilling to 
e itself to hold an annual general meeting, out of London, 
in the autumn, provided that the terms of admission can be 
satisfactorily arranged.” Your committee trust that this will 
soon be accomplished, believing that those who are at present 
country members of the Metropolitan ‘and Provincial Associa- 
tion will, as members of the Incorpurated Society, find when 
in London an advantage in having access to the rooms of the 
society and reference to its library, and thatthe influence of 
“the profession will be increased by its representation in London 
being united, especially now that so many country solicitors 
are on the Council. 


Bills of Sale Act as regards Trade Fixtures. 

The attention of your committee has been given to the 
question of the registration of mortgages of trade fixtures in 
consequence of decisions, first by Vice-Chancellor Malins in 
the case of Begbie v. Fenwick, 19 W. R. 412; and next of 
the Court of Queen's Bench in Hawtrey v. Butlin, 21 W. R. 
633, in both of which cases it was held that a mortgage of 

” trade fixtures in connection with leasehold premises to be 
valid as against creditors, must be registered under the Bills 
of Sale Act. On the faith of the previous well-known cases 
of Mather v. Frazer, 4 W. R. 387, and Boyd v. Shorrock, 16 
W. R. 102, mortgages comprising trade fixtures have not 
usually been registered. Your committee came to the reso- 
lution that it was desirable to obtain an Act of Parliament 
for the gc! ong of giving to the holders of such 
mortgages the opportunity of registering them within a 
time to be limited after the passing of the Act; and, next, 
to provide that future mortgages comprising trade fixtures 

’ should be declared to be within the provisions of the Bills 
of Sale Act, no matter what might be,the tenure of the pro- 
perty to which they were attached. A deputation from your 
committee waited upon the then Attorney-Genera] (now 
Chief Justice Coleridge) to bespeak his aid in carrying out 
this resolntion, which he promised to give in the ensuing 
session, but said it was too late to enter upon the matter in 
the last session. Your committee also put themselves in 
communication with the Chamber of Commerce, who 
ect their support to a bill to carry out these views. 

July last, the case of Ex parte Daglish, Re Wilde, 21 W. R. 
893, came before the Lords Justices, who have confirmed the 

_Tuling that an unregistered mortgage of trade fixtures 
attached to property leasehold for 999 years is invalid, as 
against a trustee in bankrnptcy, which renders action in the 
matter more nec he subject has been brought 
before the Incorporated Law Society, and by the Council of 
that society before the present Attorney-General, Sir Henry 
James ; but he states that there are so many bills requiring 
the attention of himself and the Solicitor-General during 
the coming session, that there will be little chance of any 
Government bill affecting the subject being introduced. He 
adds that in case of any private member submitting a bill 
to Parliament to carry out the above views he will be happy 
to confer with them thereon. Under these circumstances 

your committee recommend the association to take up the 
subject, and to prepare, and endeavour to get passed, an Act 
to do justice to those whose securities are so unexpectedly 
called in question, and to set at rest the present unsatisfac- 
tory state of the law. 


Clerk of the Peace, County Palatine of Lancaster Act. 
Your committee having recently learnt that the justices 
a the introduction, during the coming session, 
ofa to repeal or amend this Act, and to vest the 
tment of two deputy clerks of the peace in the clerk 


one of the justices, pointing out the objections to such a 
change.’ Mr. Rathbone afterwards forwarded the letter to 
the Chancellor of the Duchy, and asked him not to cofsent 
to any such bill, and communicated it to the justices at their 
adjourned annual sessions. The justices, however, resolved 
to proceed with the bill, and your committee feel no doubt 
their successors will be prepared to co-operate with the 
Liverpool Society in opposing this attempt to neutralise the 
benefit conferred by the Act. 


Common Pleas at Lancaster. 

The retirement of the prothonotary (Mr. Harris), having 
afforded an opportunity of combining the duties of associate 
with those of the district prothonotary, in each district, 
your committee addressed the Chancellor of the Duchy in 
support of the proposal, and an arrangement has accordingly 
been made by which the office of associate at the Manchester 
Assizes will, in future, be filled by the district prothonotary. 


County Court Changes. 

Your committee finding that it was again proposed to 
transfer Mr. Russell from Manchester to Liverpool, and to 
make further changes in the circuits in and about Manchester, 
appointed a deputation, which in company with deputations 
from the Corporation of Manchester and the Chamber of 
Commerce, was received by the Lord Chancellor, and the 
representations then made induced his ees to abandon 
the intention of removing Mr. Russell, and to determine to 
make no change at present in the Lancashire circuits. 


New County Court. 

Your committee have much pleasure in reporting that the 
numerous representations made by your association and 
other public bodies, as well as by the judge and officials of 
the court, regarding the inadequate accommodation for 
the increasing business of the Manchester County Court, 
have at length taken effect. Your committee lately 
received a letter from the First Commissioner of Works 
stating that the Government had under consideration the 
question of providing a new county court, and requesting 
an expression of their views before he finally decided on a 
site. To this communication a reply has been sent urging 
the importance of a central situation. Details of the 
accommodation required for the public and the profession 
were also given, and the hope expressed that the future 
requirements of a rapidly increasing mercantile district 
would not be overlooked. 

Heelis Memorial. 

The committee have received subscriptions amounting to 
about £400, with which it has been decided to founda gold 
medal, to be called ‘‘The Stephen Heelis Prize for Man- 
chester and Salford Students,"’ to be annually awarded to the 
student who among the candidates from Manchester and 
Salford shall during each vear have passed the best final 
examination, provided he attain a sufficient standard of merit 
to entitle him to a prize or honorary certificate of the 
Incorporated Law Society, and shall not have completed 
his twenty-sixth year. The Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society have approved the scheme, and undertaken to award 
the medal, of which the design has been approved, and the 
dies are now being made, so that the prize may be open to 
competition during the present year. 

Point of Practice—Conditions of Sale. 

The Kent Law Society having asked for the opinion of your 
committee as to the propriety or impropriety of certain 
conditions of sale stipulating, or offering inducement to, a 
purchaser to employ the vendor's solicitor to prepare the 
conveyance, your committee replied that such a practice was 
so unusual in this neighbourhood that your association had 
not experienced the neccessity of making any rule on the 
subject, but that as an association we should object to any 
stipulation of the kind being inserted inconditions of sale. 

Prize for Essay on the Law of Tenure. 

Tho prize of £7 7s. in books, given by Mr. Davies, for the 
hest essay on the “ History and Law of Tenure of Real 
Property,” was awarded by your committee to Mr. Alfred 
Wallis, of Bluepits, an articled clerk of Mr. William Soot, 
of Rochdale. 

The Preliminary Examinations of Candidates prior to 
articles have, as usual, been heldin Manchester during the 
ear, under the conduct of members of your association ae 





ester societies was addressed to Mr. Rathbone, M.P., 


ocal examiners. 
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Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association. 

The, usual annual provincial meeting of this association 
was held in Birmingham, on the 21st and 22nd October, at 
which your ussociation was represented by a deputation. The 
meeting was attended by 103 gentlemen, of whom nine were 
metropolitan members, and ninety-four provincial. After the 
address of the president a number of interesting papers were 
read, most of which were followed by important discussions. 
Those on the subject of amalgamation with, the Incorporated 
Law Society have been already adverted to. The association 
‘was received by the members of the Birmingham Law Society 
with great hospitality and attention, and it was decided that 
the next autumnal meeting should be held in Leeds. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 


We gave ante pp. 260, 281, a summary of, and extracts 
from the report of the committee of this society. The 
following extracts are of general interest :— 


Legal Education and Law Lectures. 


These important questions have received considerable 
attention from your committee, and they have, after an 
interview upon the subject with a deputation from the 
Law Students’ Society, sent to the latter society a paper 
of suggestions for their consideration. 

Your committee, while fully admitting the defects in the 
existing system of Legal Education, are not: prepared to 
assent to the proposition that the only remedy is to be 
found in a system of lectures. Law lectures, at the pre- 
sent time, to be of any practical value to students seeking 
admission on the roll of solicitors, should be of an elemen- 
tary, tutorial character—rather lessons than professional 
leetures—and the difficulty of providing competent tutors 
wil] readily occur to all ; nor must the financial obligations 
arising upon undertaking such an obligation by the society 
be overlooked. 

The last report of the Liverpool Law Society records a 
great falling off in the number of sulscribers and in the 
attendance at the law lectures, established there under 
professors of acknowledged eminence, and the probable 
necessity of recourse to the Guarantee Fund to supplement 
the fees paid by students. 


Requirement of Written Authorisation for Payment of 
Money to Solicitors, 


The attention of your committee has been directed to the 
lax practice, now so general in this neighbourhood, of 
paying money to the solicitor concerned without the 
written authority of the client. This practice, involving 
such serious responsibility to practitioners, should, we 
think, be abandoned, and a written authority required and 
given in all cases, and no question of distrust or doubt 
should be implied from the requirement. A resolution 
upon this subject will be submitted to the meeting. 

Organization of the Profession. 

The increase of the number of country members of the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society, under the new 
charter, was welcomed by your committee as an important 
point gained in improving the organization of the profes- 
sion; and, with a view to secure a proper representation 
of the midland counties, they caused Mr. C. T. Saunders to 
be nominated as a candidate for the Council, and they re- 
port his election thereon. 

Your committee, while noticing that of all the provincial 
tewns Birmingham has by far the greatest number of 
practitioners members of the Incorporated Society, would 
still urge upon their constituents, as the Incorporated 
Society is now the recognised centre of the organization of 
the profession, the desirability of farther increasing the 
roll of country members. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of Tuesday last, held at the Law Insti- 
tation, the question appointed for discussion was No. 533 
Legal :—“ Does a mortgage of leasehold premises together 
with trade fixtures require to be registered as a bill of sale, 
#0 as to be valid against trustees in bankruptey?” The 
meeting was well attended, Mr. 8. G. Ratcliff presiding. 
The question was carried in the affirmative by a large 
majority. 





—= 

ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s.inn 

Hall on Wednesday, the 25th February, Mr. H. 4H, 

Crawford, solicitor, in the chair. Mr. Joseph opened the 

subject for the evening’s debate—viz., “‘ That the principle 

of Sir Wilfrid Lawson’s Permissive Bill is worthy of 
support.” The motion was lost by a majority of eight. 


BRISTOL ARTICLED CLERKS’ DEBATING 
SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held in the Law Library 
on Tuesday evening, the 3rd inst., at seven 9’olock, F, 
Gilmore Barnett, Esq., solicitor, inthe chair. The follows 
ing was the point for discussion :—“ Do the words ‘ cause of 
action’ in section 18 of the Common Law Procedure 
1852, mean the whole cause of action or only the breach of 
contract ?” (see Denham v. Spence, 19 W. R. 162, L. R.6 
Ex. 46). Mr. Fenwick opened, and Mr. Bryant opposed, 
The majority were in favour of the latter view. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. J. C. GROCOTT. 


Mr, John Cooper Grocott, solicitor of Liverpool, died on 
the 23rd February, at his residence at Park-street, in that 
town, at the age of eighty-one years. The deceased was 
admitted an attorney in 1821. A Liverpool jonrnal, which 
speaks of him as one of the best known and most highly 
respected of the Liverpool attorneys, says that he had for 
many years a larger practice at the county court than, pers 
haps, any other Liverpool solicitor ; and his familiar figare 
will be missed there for some time to come. He was a good 
authority on county court law, and his kind and genial 
nature made him very generally respected and esteemed, 
He was very fond of literary pursuits, to which he devoted 
much of his spare time, and his book of “ Familiar 
Quotations” has aitained a very wide circulation, and is 
very useful as a work of reference. Mr. Grocott had] 
been sergeant-at-mace of the Corporation. Though hehad 


reached a very old age, he continued to practise till. 


within a few weeks of his death. His funeral took place 
yesterday (Friday), at St. George’s Church, Everton. 








THE HISTORY OF THE NEW LAW COURTS. 

It is impossible to discover at what distant date the pro- 
ject of a Palace of Justice first assumed form and shape ; but 
it certainly was prior to 1831, for Mr. Diprose, in his 
interesting and erudite ‘“ Account of the parish of St. Clement 
Danes,” quotes a paragraph from the Legal Observer of that 
year, in which the Rolls Estate is mentioned as a suitable site 
for the erection of ‘‘ the New Law Courts.” For at least 
thirty-two years the question has been made a Parlia- 
mentary one, for we find that in 1842 a Select Committee 


of the House of Commons was appointed to ‘‘ consider the 


expediency of erectinga building in the neighbourhood of 
the Inns of the Courts of Law and Equity, with a view 
to the more speedy, convenient, and effectual administra- 


tion of justice.” It Sey stated to the credit of Old, 


Part that he “outlived nine Sovereigns, and finished his 
career under the reign of the tenth.” It would be rash to 
attempt any calculation of concurrent events up to the date 
of the finishing of the Law Courts; but it is an age 
fact that the project has already occupied the attention an 
outlived the adminietration of eleven Governments, and it is 
in the early days of the power of a twelfth that we are able 
to record the gratifying circumstance of the laying of the 
foundation-stone of the contractors’ offices. This is not 
much of itself; but it looks like business, and, in fact, we 
are assured that it is the prelude to the immediate com- 
mencent and the vigorous prosecution of the great work 
of covering the vast area between the Strand and Carey- 
pare with the pile of buildings which Mr. Street has 


onthe history of the projection and final adoption of « 
building scheme is a very intricate one, and the details are 
spread over a wide area; but it may be possible to present 
the leading facts in the term of a succinct narrative. } 
the appointment of the Select Committee in 1642, the 
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fitfully slept till the year 1859, whena Royal 
jon was appointed to consider and report upon it. 
Jn the following year the Commission presented their 
report, which declared that it was expedient to centralise the 
locale of the Courts of Law and Equity, and recommended 
gs a site for the necessary building an area of ground 
between Lincoln’s-inn and that portion of the Strand 
which is bounded on the one side by Temple Bar, and on the 
other by the Church of St. Clement Danes. In 1861 a Bill 
was introduced to give effect to their recommendations, but 
a division it was thrown out by a majority of one in a 
House of 361 members. After this rebuff little more was 
heard of the matter till 1865, when, on the recommendations 
of the Commissioners being again embodied io a Bill, 
Parliament consented to adopt them, and passed two Acts 
for the purpose of giving them effect, The first Act autho- 
rised the purchase of an area of ground comprising seven and 
a half acres, situated in the locality indicated by the 
Commissioners ; the second provided for the cost of the site 
and the buildings to be erected thereon, partly by the 
propriation of £1,000,000 of stock standing to the credit 
the suitors’ fund in the Coutt of Chancery, and partly by 
a redemption annuity extending over a period not ex- 
ceeding fifty years, to be levied by fees on suitors. The 
acquirement of the site and the clearing of the ground were 
g@mmenced with promising vigour. The section of the 
metropolis to be dealt with was alike one of the most 
noteworthy in point oflocal history, and one of the most 
deplorable in respect of matters hygienic and moral. 

Miserable as, for the most part, the tenements cleared 
were, they were not obtained possession of till enormous 
gums had been paid for purchase and compensation. Miss 
Browning, the fortunate proprietor of Boawell-court, 
received £42,160 for her interest therein. One house in 
the Strand, together with two old houses in Ship-yard at 
the rear, cost £24,591; and another, which saved the 
Board of Works the trouble of demolishing it by tumbling 
down of its own accord, was not purchased for less than 
$15,600. In all upwards of 400 houses were destroyed, and 
about 4,000 people sent adrift, in all cases with a 
small snm of money in their pockets by way of 
compensation, for what, under the Irish Land Act, we 
grew familar with by the name of “disturbance,” and in 
most with the certainty that unless great discrimination and 
uttiring perseverance were displayed, it would be impossible 
for them to find elsewhere houses and streets so unfit for 
decent human habitation. 

Whilst the process of clearance was progressing under the 
direction of the Board of Works, other Commissioners 
created by Act of Parliament, and designated the Courts of 
Justice Commissioners, were determining upon the plan of 
the new buildings. The gentlemen composing this Com- 
mission, having arrived at conclusions upon the general 
tope of the plan, drew up a set of instructions for the 
— of the architects who should be invited to offer 

ns for the buildings. A selection of competing archi- 

tects was subsequently made by a third body, called the 
ae Designs, and Mr. H. R. Abraham, Mr. Barry, Mr. 
K. randon, Mr. W. Burgess, Mr. Deane, Mr. Garling, Mr. 
Gibson, Mr. Lockwood, Mr. Seddon, Mr. Gilbert Scott, Mr. 
Street, and Mr. Waterhouse, were invited to compete, each 
omer being secured an honorarium of £800. Mr. Gibson 
the nomination, but the other eleven completed 

which were exhibited in a building specially erected 

the purpose in New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. The Com- 

ers had required that the plans should be designed to 

keep within a building cost of £750,000. But the archi- 
tects soared beyond the limits set out for them, not only for 
the building but for the site, adding a quarter of a million 

to the cost of the latter, and in one instance trebling the 

| amount the Commissioners had proposed to allot for the 
Section of the former. The lowest estimate for the 
bhilding was £1,074,278, and the highest £2,379,046. The 
Lm after a prolonged discussion declared that they were 
to fix upon any one of the plans as the best. The 
submitted by Mr. Street and Mr. Barry were so 

od that the judges would evidently have been happy with 
had the other been away, and finally they suggested 
that the two architects named should be requested jointly to 
Prepare a fresh design. This issue of their deliberations 
lage much opposition, and was, after debates in both 
of Parliament, submitted to the opinion of the 

The Attorney-General ruled that the 
fulfil the conditions imposed upon the 


eral. 


| tttaion did not 





adjudicators, and was not binding upon the Government 3 
whereupon the Government took upon themselves the duty 
of decision, and appointed Mr. Street architect. 

In 1868 the question entered upon a new and startling 
phase. At this date the clearance of what it became 
necessary to distinguish as ‘‘the Carey-street site,” had 
been effected at a cost of £896,000. This fact did not, how- 
ever, deter Mr. Baillie Cochrane from raising the question 
of another site, known in contemporary controversy as “‘ the 
Embankment site,’ and the faction advocating this change 
of plan was strong enough to obtain in the following year a 
Select Committee to inquire into and report upon the 
advisibility of abandoning the north for the south side of 
the Strand. In August, 1869, the Select Committee reported 
in favour of adhering to the original choice of site, and after 
this the matter apparently went to sleep again, and the 
easual passer-by was confirmed in his privilege of catching 
through chinks in the hoarding that encircled seven acres 
of costly land, glimpses of the site of the new Law Courts, 
already becoming grass-grown. In May last year one ofthe 
periodical wakings-up to which Parliament and the public 
seem to be prone in the matter occurred, and Mr. Ayrton 
was called upon to explain the delay which had occurred 
since he took office as First Commissioner of Works. Mr. 
Ayrton promptly accepted the challenge, and was able to 
show that whilst the delay was unavoidable, it had resulted 
in the saving of a large sum of money. When the Liberal 
Government took office in 1868 they had found that the 


] million and a half which the Royal Commission had declared 


was an adequate sum for the building of the Law Courts, 
had gradually swollen to more than double that sum, the 
scheme then tacitly accepted allowing £1,453,000 for the 
site, £1,650,000 for the buildings, and £147,000 for fur- 
niture and ‘‘contingencies.” The site, as originally 
planned, was already available, and had cost, as we have 
stated, £896,000. Mr. Ayrton having “satisfied himself,” 
as he told the House of Commons, that suitable buildings 
could be erected for the sum proposed by the Commissioners, 
required that the new Law Courts should be built for 
£750,000. On the 23rd September, 1870, he directed Mr. 
Street to modify his plans, so as to bring them within this 
hard-and-fast line, a task apparently of no small difficulty, 
for it was not till the 23rd of February in last year that 
the First Commissioner of Works found himself in a position 
to advertise for tenders to carry out the contract. Like the 
architects’ designs, the contractors’ tenders largely exceeded 
the estimates. But Mr. Ayrton was inexorable. He handed 
the contracts over to Mr. Street, with instructions to revise 
the specifications, *‘so as to bring them within the proper 
limits.’”’ This was done, and on the 7th of this current 
month Messrs. Bull and Son, of Southampton, signed a con- 
tract to build the Law Courts for a sum which but slightly 
exceeds the stipulated three-quarters of a million. They 
hope that in about seven years time they will be ready to 
hand over to the nation the Palace of Justice in a finished 
state.—Daily News. 


[Singularly enough, the writer of the above has omitted 
to notice the fact that in February 1871, a contract for 
laying the foundations was taken by Messrs. Dove, and 
carried out by them.—Eb. 8. J.] 








THE RESIGNATION OF THE LORD CHANCELLOR 
OF IRELAND. 

On Saturday last, when it was understood that Lord 
O’Hagan would sit for the last time, the court was filled with 
members of the profession representing different political 
parties. After judgment had been given in two causes, the 
Solicitor-General rose and said he asked permission, on behalf 
of the Bar, to express their appreciation of the manner in 
which the Lord Chancellor had presided during the last five 
years, They cordially acknowledged the attention and 
patience with which he had ever listened to each one of them, 
as well as the kindness and unfailing courtesy which he had 
shown to them all, and the dignity with which he had dis- 
charged the duties of his high office. They felt that his 
exercise of the important jurisdiction committed to him had 
been such as to Command the respect and confidence of the 
Bar and of the public, and now that he was about to retire 
they desired to assure him that he carried with him the very 
best wishes of the Irish Bar for his welfare and happiness. 

Lord O'Hagan replied as follows :—Mr. Solicitor-General, 
—Iam deeply moved by the words you have spoken, and by 
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the feeling which they indicate on behalf of the Bar of Ireland. 
‘With that distinguished body it has been my pride to be 
identified throughout the checquered years of a laborious life, 
and never, in all its chances aud vicissitudes, have I for 
one instant failed to maintain with them the best relations 
of cordiality and confidence. And now, when my judicial 
career is closing, I feel a just pride in receiving suc signal 
proof that those relations have continued unbroken to the end. 
Fally conscious of many shortcomings, I am conscious, also, 
that I have striven to fulfil the duties of my great office with 
impartiality and faithfulness, aud I thank the eminent per- 
sons who have thronged to meet me to day for their 
spontaneous assurance that I have not so striven entirely 
without success. I pass from the Bench, remembering with 
the truest pleasure the uniform courtesy, consideration, and 
respect which I have received at all times from all to whom 
I have solong had the daily privilege of listening in this 
court ; and I should be the most ungrateful of men if, in the 
coming years and in the new sphere of activity on which I 
may enter, I should not be eager and earnest on all fit 
occasions to aid in advancing the honour and the interests of 
our noble profession. I believe that the maintenance of the 
Irish Bar and the Irish Judiciary in full integrity, efficiency, 
and independence is essential in the highest sense to the 
welfare of Ireland ; and I trust that the day may never come 
when any one of them will lose its lustre or sink into decay. 
Again I thank you for your great kindness, and with a full 
heart and faltering tongue I bid you all farewell. 

At the conclusion of Lord O’Hagan’s reply the Bar rose and 
applauded him as he retired from the Bench. 





LEGAL ITEMS. 

Lord Cairns will continue to act as arbitrator in the 
Albert arbitration, which is near completion. 

The word “not ” was accidentally omitted from the report 
of the judgment in Lane vy. Oakes, ante p. 303, line 11 from 
the top. 

Petitions have been lodged at the Common Pleas Office in 
respect of the elections at Hackney, Stockport, and Kidder- 
minster, Petersfield, Dudley, and Wakefield. 

Mr. John Kirk has been appointed to the office of Direc- 
tor and Principal Clerk of her Majesty’s Chancery in Scot- 
land, vacant by the death of John Mackenzie Lindsay, Esq. 

It is stated that Mr. Homersham Cox, the county court 
judge, is lying seriously ill at Aberystwith, and that the 
business of several of the courts in his district has had to be 
deferred in consequence. 

It is stated that the new Lord Chief Baron of Ireland, 
who was sworn in on Saturday, has arranged to eommence 
his judicial functions as a judge of assize on the Leinster 
circuit with Baron Dowse. 

The Devizes Gazette says it has authority to state that 
Mr. Disraeli has offered the Chairmanship of Ways and 
Means, the post filled in the last Parliament by Mr. 
Bonham-Carter, to Mr. Goldney, M.P. for Chippenham. 

The Liverpool Post is “ informed, upon the best authority, 
that a new Licensing Bill bas already been placed in the 
hands of the Government draftsman, who has also been 
— with instructions to draft a bill upon the game 

aws. 

The Lord Chancellor's Court was crowded yesterday when 
the new Jord Chancellor was sworn in by the Master of the 
Rolls in the presence of the Lords Justices and the Vice- 
Chancellors. On the motion of Sir J. Kurslake, the takin 
of the oath was ordered to be recorded. The heat 
Chancellor then invited Sir J. Karslake and Sir R. Baggallay 
to take seats within the bar on their respective appointments 
as Attorney-General and Solicitor-General. 

The probate (and administration) duty for the last 
financial year showed an increase of £90,000. The legacy 
duty, on the other hand, showed a decline of £204,000, 
The succession duty showed an increase of £31,000. In 
the last financial year legacy duty was paid on sums 
amounting to £90,907,167, and succession duty on 
238,448,370, making together £129,3565,687. 

A question having been raised, says the Albany Law 
Journal, as to the legal right of a woman to hold the office of 
festice of the peace, the governor and council of Maine 
called upon the Supreme Court of that State for their 





opinion, first, as to whether she has such a right noy 
under the constitution and laws ; and, second, pee a. itis 
competent for the Legislature to authorise such appointment 
of a woman. 

The following extracts from a contemporary legal journal, 
says the =e Law Review, must be of miley ooo 
a limited circle, and are entertaining reading even to others, 
We suppress names. “Legis Personw.—A. B., Esq., ig 
building up a lucrative practice in H.” ‘*C, D., beg 
enjoys an enviable reputation at the X bar.” ‘“ E. F., Esq,, 
of G., is the only lawyer in that borough. We envy him. 
And so on. 


It is stated that the calendars at the Irish Assizes, so far 
as they have yet proceeded, show a diminution of crime. In 
Dundalk and Monaghan the Judges congratulated the Grand 
Juries upon the light calendars. In opening the commission 
at Armagh, Mr. Justice Lawson remarked that he fonnd in 
the calendar only two prisoners. In opening the commission 
for the county of Meath, Mr. Justice O’Brien congratulated 
the Grand Jury on the state of the county. There were four 
cases only to go before them. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald also 
congratulated the Grand Jury of the County Clare upon the 
fact that the calendar was not marked by any crime of 
magnitude. 

At the Middlesex Sessions on Thursday the Marquis of 
Salisbury was elected chairman in the place of Mr, 
Kemshead, and a report was brought up from the 
Parliamentary Committee in reference to the appointment 
of an Assistant Judge. The Committee objected to sone 
modifications proposed by the Lords Commissioners of the 
Treasury to be made in the salary of the Judge of the 
Second Court, and suggested that on the appointment of 
a new Assistant Judge, his duties should be strictly de- 
fined, and that his Court should sit six consecutive days 
in each session, unless the business should be disposed of 
at an earlier period (Saturdays and Sundays excepted), 
The report was adopted. 


On Tuesday, at a meeting of the magistrates of the City of 
London, held at the Mansion-house, a report of the General 
Purposes Committee on the reference of the 20th of Jan 
last relative to the duties and emoluments of the Chief Cl 
to the Lord Mayor was presented, recommending that the 
salary of the office be £1,000, and that the payments for 
copies of depositions should no longer form part of the 
emoluments of the Chief Clerk ; also that the committee be 
authorised to advertise for candidates for the office. After 
much discussion it was resolved that the minimum 
should be £800, and that it should not exceed £1,000. Mr, 
Alderman Stone then suggested that it be an instruction to 
the Committee to select the candidates from the legal pro- 
fession, submitting that, to fill such an office worthily, the 
Chief Clerk should be a man of position and education, and 
capable of holding his own. The suggestion was supported 
by Mr. Alderman Gibbons, who argued that, if they could 
not find in the legal profession a gentleman competent to 
perform the duties, they were not likely to meet with him 
out of it. The motion for confining the selection to the legal 
profession was agreed to. 


An action, says the Times, which has been pending in the 
Sheriff Court of Lanarkshire for a considerable time, brought 
at the instance of Mr. Page Hopps, Unitarian minister, 
Glasgow, against Harry Alfred Long, Protestant missionary, 
both being members of the local School Board, for the an 

Life 


of having the defender interdicted from pirating a 
written and published by the pursuer, entitled ‘ I 
of Jesus, re-written for Young Disciples,” and from infring- 
ing the uer’s copyright in that work, was decidedon Tues 
day. The book was published by ‘rubner & Co., 
at one shilling per copy, and the defender Long, about @ 
year after its appearance, issued a review containi 
whole of the pursuer’s book with notes and cri! 
attached to each chapter, and this publication was sold at 
sixpence, no. some months ago applied for an interim 
interdict, which was ted, and afterwards sought to have 
the interdict declared perpetual. The ye put forward by 
the defender was that the pursuer could not claim the pro- 
tection of the law for the book, as it was blasphemous and 
herettenl denying tacitly or expressly the divinity of Christ. 
To this the pursuer replied tnat, apart from the fact that it was 
written by @ Unitarian and set forth the Unitarian view of 
the Saviour’s life, a more unobjectionable book did not exist. 
Yesterday Mr. Sheriff Buntine declared the interdict pet 
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tual, and found Long liable in expenses. His Lordship held 
that, though the doctrine that Jesus Christ isthe second person 
of the Trinity is Statute Law, yet the public are entitled to 
criticise and controvert any part of the Statute Law, provided 
they do it in sucha ay not to endanger the public peace, 
safety, or morality. . Hopps, the Sheriff considered, 
violated none of these conditions and was entitled to the 
protection of the law. 








“i 


COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
ORDER oF Court. 


Wednesday, the 25th day of February, 1874. 
Whereas from the present state of the business before the 
Lord Chancellor and the Master of the Rolls respectively 
it is expedient that a portion of the causes set down before 
the Lord Chancellor to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Charles Hall, should be transferred to the book of causes for 
hearing before the Master of the Rolls; Now I, the Right 
Honourable Hugh MacCalmont Baron Cairns, Lord High 
Chancellor ot Great Britain, by and with the advice and 
concurrence of the Right Honourable Sir George Jessel, 
Master of the Rolls, do hereby order that the several causes 
set forth in the schedule hereunto subjoined be accordingly 
transferred from the book of causes standing for hearing 
before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Charles Hall to the book-of 
causes for hearing before the Master of the Rolls, and do 
further order that all causes so to be transferred (although 
the bills in such causes may have been marked for the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir Charles Hall under the 6th of the Consolidated 
Orders of this Court, and notwithstanding any orders therein 
made by the said Vice-Chancellor or his predecessors) shall 
hereafter be considered and taken as causes originally 
marked for the Master of the Rolls, and be subject to the 
same regulations as all causes marked for the Master of the 
Rolls are subject to by the same orders ; provided neverthe- 
less that no order made by the said Vice-Chancellor or his 
predecessors in any such causes shall be varied or reversed 
otherwise than by the Lord Chancellor or the Lords Justices, 
and this order is to be drawn up by the registrar, and set up 
in the several offices of this court. 
Carrns, C. 
G. Jesse, M.R. 
The Schedule. 
Peal vy. Sandford. Motion for decree. 1873 P 145 
Cottrell v. veer: Motion for decree. 1873 C 63 
Kinghorn v. Williams. Cause. 1872 K 47 
ann v. Burke. Motion for decree, pro confesso. 1872 
Elliot v. Baron Trimleston. Motion for decree. 1872 E 74 
Taylor v. Strange. Motion for decree. 1873 T 42 
Sawtell v. Sawtell. Cause set down at request of defendant. 
1872 S 244 
Platt v. Nicholson. Motion for decree. 1872 P 174 
Metcalfe v. Laws. Motion for decree. 1873 M 165 
Harrison v. The Enfield Local Board of Health. Motion for 
decree. 1872 H 165 
The Enfield Local Board of Health v. Harrison. Motion for 
decree. 1872 E 48 
Chapman v. Cheatle, Motion for decree. 1873 C 216 
rv. Lawson. Motion for decree. 1872 8 315 
owell v. Dickinson. Cause. 1872 N 29 
Hicks v..Cook. Motion for decree. 1870 H 327 
Potter v. Potter. Motion for decree. 1873 P 23 
Smith v. McDermot. Motion for decree. 1873 S 101 
Jagger v. Smith. Cause. 1872 J 76 
v. Fielden. Motion for decree. 1872 F 122 
Boyle v. Harrison. Cause. 1871 B 283 
Harrison v. Boyle. Cause. 1872 H 8 
Haurott v. Knollys. Motion for decree. 1873 H 13 
Fielding v. Iron. Motion for decree. 1872 F 94 
Griffin v, Chick. Motion fordecree. 1873 G 61 
Collette v. Pritchard. Cause. 1872C 32 
Walmesley v. Vickers, Motion for decree. 1878 W 210 
Warde v, Adam. Motion for decree. 1874 W 14 
Mayhew v. Johnes, Motion for decree. 1873 M 138 
ttv. rnene, Motion for decree, 1872 R 41 
Smallwood v. Smith. Motion for decreee. 1873 S 54 
Horrocks v. Bernstein. Cause with witnesses. 1872 H 167 
~~. Graben Life Assurance Society vy. Below. Cause. 


he 





1873 A 4 
1872 J 117 


Abbott v. Moss. Motion for decree. 
Jennings v. Williams. Motion for deeree. 
Palmer v. Futvoye. Cause. 1872 P 93 
Attorney-General v. The Cockermouth Local Government 
Board. Cause. 1871 A 131 
Harris v. Jenkins. Cause. 1873 H 81 
Dunne v. English. Cause. 1872 D 115 
Lantour v. The Attorney-General. Cause. 
Studdy v. Lumley. Cause. 1872 8 57 
Carrys, C. 
G. JESsEL, M.R. 


The Master of the Rolls will not hear any of the above 
causes before Monday, the 9th day of March next. 
R. H. Leacu, Registrar. 


1864 L 97 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quotation, Feb. 27, 1874. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 92} Annuities, April, °85 9% 
Ditto for Account, 923 April Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 91f Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. 24 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 91f Ditto, £500, Do 24 dis 
Do, 33 perCent., Jan, °94 Nitto, £100 & £200, 23 dis 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. ’94 | Bank of England Stock’ 5 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 Ct. (last half-year) 256 
Annuities, Jan, "80 — Dittc for Account. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
(ndiaStk.,10gpCt.Apr.’74,205 ) {nd. Enf.Pr.,5 pC., Jan.’723 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,°79 101g 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July,’80167} | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account .,— April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. '88 103§ Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug.’73 100% 
Ditto, ditto Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 
Ditto Knfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.954! Dittc, ditto ander £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. Paid.|Closing Prices 


Stock Bristo! and Exeter --| 100 
Stock Caledonian .. | 100 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western .............-.cerses! 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 

Stock Great Northern 
Stock Do., A Steck* 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock Great Western—Original 

Stock’ Lancashire and Yorkshire 

Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast .. 
Stock! London, Chatham, and Dover... 

Stock London and North-Western .... 

St.ck London and South Western 

St ck! Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Stock) Metropolitan 
Stork Do., District 
Stock Midland 

Stock North British 


























Stock; North Eastern........cccsses 
Stock! North London 
Stock North Staffordshire ...... 
Stock South Devon 

Stock South-Eastern 


® A receives no dividend util 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 




















Mongy Marxagt AND City INTRBLLIGENCE. 

The Bank rate is unchanged. The proportion of reserve 
to liabilities has risen from 48°65 to 4916. There has 
been considerable depression in the railway market and 

rices have fallen, ost the only rise being in Great 

estern, which on the announcement of the dividend of 63 
per cent., as against 64 cent. for the same period 
year, advanced about 1 r cent., but subsequently fell 

in. There was a considerable rere: in foreign 
securities at the close of last week and the commencement 
of 7 arma week, but on Thursday the business done was 
limited. 

Messrs. Grant Brothers & Co. invite subscriptions for 
an issue of £480,000 Sterling Western Extension Trust 
Bonds of the Atlantic = baci bet sag pore sn 

with guarantee of interest by ie Railway - 
ne and further secured by deposit of 24,000 shares, of 
100 dole. each, of the Cleveland, Columbus, Cincinnati, and 
Indianapolis Railroad Company, in the names of the 
trustees mentioned in the prospectus. The bonds are of 
£100 each, bearing seven per cont. interest, payable in 
gold, half-yearly, in London, at the offices of the company, 
on lat May and lst November in each year, the aon 
being payable lat May next. The bonds are C) 
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at £100 sterling on 1st February, 1904, and the price of 
issue is £85 per £100 bond, yielding to subscribers on the 
price of subscription over eight per cent. per annum, in 
addition to £15 profit per bond on redemption. The 
prospectus states that the Erie Railway Company’s official 
report shows—after payment of interest and expenses that 
there remained a clear net income for the financial year 
ending 30th Septamber, 1873, equal to £387,665 sterling, 
available for distribution as dividends to the shareholders, 
that a still larger net income is expected for the year 
1874, even after making allowance for interest on any 
increased capital the company may issue, and that, as the 
total amount of interest required on these bonds only 
amounts to £33,600, an enormous margin of security exists 
for the subscribers to the present issue. The Bonds are 
quoted at 14 prem. 








Wines and Spirits (Foreign) on which Duty was paid in London by 
some of the principal Firms during the past year. 
Wines (Foreign) Spirits (Foreign) 
Gallons Gallons 


W. & A. Gilbey . 800 690 | W. & A. Gilbey... eee 306,504 


Dingwall, Portal, & Co. ... 142,949 | Twiss & Browning... 


F.W.Cosens ..,_—..._ 13,424 | Daniel Taylor & Sons 

Cunliffe & Co = «. 124,513 | Trower & Lawson ... 

R. Hooper & Sons... walk 

Davy & Co.... ay --- 101,933 | R. Hooper & Sons... pee 

Daniel Taylor & Sons 98,750 | Galbraith, Grant, & Co ... 

G. A. Haig &Co.... .... 86,038) E.S. Pick & Co... ave 

Dent, Urwick, & Co +» 84,574| R. Burnett & Son ... ne) 

J. Alinutt, jun., & Co. 84,218; Daun & Valientin ... ow 

P. Domecg & Co. ... +» 84,063! Osmond & Co. jon 

Brooks & Oldham... ... 79.296| J. Alinutt, jaa.,& Co. ... 

R. Christie & Welch ... 76,492) Hills & Underwood ea 

Max Greger & Co.... +. 73,237, Fu cher & Robinson oe «43.886 
Wolff & Stern 71,044 | Bisquit, Dubouché & Co.... 43,383 


Besides the preceding there were upwards of 2,000 Firms who paid 
Daty on Wines and Spirits in less quantities than those above men- 
tioned.— Wine Trade Keview, 15th January, 1874. 








BIRTHS AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Bayitey—On Feb. 24, at Beulah House, Ealing, the wife of 
Edmond K. Bayley, Barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Biaxe—On Feb. 26, at 20, Stanley-gardens, Notting-hill, 
the wife of Charles Henry Blake, Esq., Barrister-at-law, of a 


son. 

Dzane—On Feb. 21, at 26, York-street, Portman-square, the 

= of H. C. Deane, Esq., cf Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-law, 
a son. 

Epuanps—On Feb. 20, at Sutton House, Portsdown-gardens, 
Maida-vale, W., the wife of Charles Henry Edmands, Esq., 
of a daughter. 

Gienn—On Feb, 23, at South Norwood, the wife of R. G. 
Glenn, brag aa Ere Barrister-of-law, of a son. 

Krrzpy—On Feb. 19, at 9, Swiss-road, Elm- Liverpoo} 
the wife of Laurence D. Kirby, Esq., Sacanieten of a 


son. 

Tuomas—On Feb 19, at 11, Steele’s-road, Haverstock-hill, the 

wife of Edmund Thomas, Esq., Barrister-at-law, of a son. 
DEATHS. 

Axprrson—On Feb 24, at Long Benton, near Newcastle-on- 
Tyne, Joseph Anderson, Esq., Solicitor. 

Lamusnt—On Feb. 18, at 124, Adelaide-road, South Hampstead, 
Mabel Gertrude, the infant child of Thomas Henry Lambert, 
Solicitor, aged two days. 

Kinc—On Feb. 21, at Grantham, Lincolnshire, John Poore 
King, Solicitor, aged 80 years. 

Taruzexr—On Feb. 25, Martha, the beloved wife of John 
Thomas Treherne, Solicitor, of 20, Ironmonger-lane, Cheap- 
side, also of Acton, and Ramsgate. 

Warrer—On Feb. 22, at Ember Grove, Thames Ditton, and 
of 11, Newgate-street, William Walters, Solicitor, ag 60. 
Yewrens—On Feb. 23, at Camborne, Cornwall, W. C. B. 
Yewens, Esq., Solicitor, aged 64; also, on Feb. 26, Julia, wife 

of the above, aged 69. 


LONDON GAZETTES, 


Professional Partaerships Dissolved. 
Tvespay, Feb. 24, 1674. 
Curling, Robert, James Gordon Wallis, and Horatio Noble Pym, at- 
sopuaye and ealicteess, Frederick's piace, O14 Jewry, London. Dec 


Deane, Charles Courtenay, and William Leightioot Bankes, attorneys 
and solicivors, Liverpool. Jan 31 ‘ 





Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tvespa\, Feb. 17, 1874. 
County PavaTINe Or LANCASTER. 

Daubhill Cotton Spinning and Manufacturing Company, Limited.—By 
an order made by the Court, dated Feb 3, it was ordered that the 
voluntary winding up of the above company be continued. Hinnel} 
and Co, Bolton, solicitors for the petitioner. 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

St Blazey Consols Tin Mine, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presen- 
ted Feb 10, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the 
Prince’s Hall, Truro, on Wednesday, Feb 25 at 12. Affidavits inten- 
ded to be used at the hearing. in oppositi to the peticion, must be 
filed at the Registrar's Office, Truro, on or before Feb 23, and notice 
thereof must at the same be given to the petitioners, their solicitors, 
or their agents. Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners, 
Gregory and Co, Bedford row, agents. 


Fripay, Feb. 20, 1874. 
TamritTep 1n CHANCERY. 

Daubhill Cotton Spinning and Manufacturing Company, Limited.— 
Creditors are required, on or before March 21, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particu'ars of their debta or claims, to Mr. 
Harry William Hinnell, Townhall square, Bolton. All persons 
Claiming to be shareholders and entitled to participate in the dis- 
tribution of the fund in tne liquidator’s hands, are required, on or 
before March 21, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their claims, and to produce their scrip share certificates, 
snbscription books,or other evidence in support of such claims, to 
the above, or in default thereof they will be excluded from the 
benefit of any such distribution. 

Junius Newspaper Company, Limited.—The M.R. has bv an order dated 
Jan 9, appointed Richard Lee, Furnivals’ inn, to be official liquidator, 
Creditors are required, on or before March 14, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 
Saturday, March 28 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. 


Srawnaries oF CoRNWALL. 

Fortescue Tin Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Feb 18, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the 
Prince’s Hall, Truro, on Satarday, Feb 28 at 10. Affidavits intended to 
be used at the hearing, in oppesition to the petition, must be filed at 
the Registrar’s e, Truro, onor before Feb 26, and notica there- 
of must at the same time be given to the petitioner, his solicitors or 
their agents. Hodge and Co, Truro, petitioner’s solicitors ; Gregory 
and Co, Bedford row, agents. 

Tourspay, Feb, 24, 1874. 
UnNiimitep In Caancery. 

Wetherby Gas Light Company.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Feb 23, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on March 6, 
Hamilton, Great James st, Bedford row, agent for Kell, Wetherby, 
solicitcr for the petitioner. 

Limirep in CHANCERY. 

Beaconhill Fire Brick and Clay Company, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Feb 23, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins 
on March 6. Randall and Angier, Gray’s inn place, solicitors for 
the petitioners. 

Britis: Patent Condensed Milk Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by V.C. Bacon, dated Feb 14, it was ordered that the above com- 
pany be wound'up. Turner, London bridge Railway approach, soli- 
citor for the petitioner. 

Hertfordshire Brewery Company, Limited.~-By an order made by the 
M.R., dated Feb 14, it was ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Halse and Co, Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Maughold Head Mining Company, Limited. —By an order made by the 
M.R., dated Feb 14, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Doyle and Edwards, Carey st, agents for Massey, 
Chester, solicitors for the petitioners. Tne M.R. has fixed Mareh 5 
at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

Pelotas Coffee Company, Limited.—-By an order made by the M.R., 
dated Feb 14, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Paddison and Son, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Poole Fire Brick and Blue Clay Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by the M.R., dated Feb 14, it was ordered thet the volantery wind- 
ing up ofthe above company be continued, Miller and Miller, Sher- 
borne Jane, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Wool, Hide, and Skin Cleansing and Preserving Company, Limited.— 
By an order made by V.C. Bacon, dated Feb 14, it was ordered that 
ths voluntary winding up of the above company be eontinned. 
Robinson, Gresham House, Old Broad st, solicitor for the peti- 
tioners. 





Stanwanres or Connwatt. 
East New Wheal Lovell Mining Company.—By an order made by the 
Vioe-Warden, dated Feb 20, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners: 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Turspay, Feb. 17, 1874. 
Sheppard, Henry, Wes Camel, Somerset, Yeoman. March 16, Gould 
v Clavey, M.R. Tusor, Lichester 
. Alfred, St Swithin’s lane, Metal Merchant. March 14. 
5 gins v Beners Sewage and Manure Company, Registrar 


Kekewich, Semue! Trehawke, Piamore, Devon, Esq, M.P. March 16. 
Kekewich v Kekowich, V.0. Bacon, Follett, Exeter 

Peno, James Bryson, Liverpool, Hotel Keever, March 13. Leade 
better v Smediey, Regi-trar for Liverpoo! Distriet 

Simons, Phesbe Ann, Peterborough, Northampton. March 21, Barne 
v Simons, V.C, Hall. Moore, South shields 
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§waie, Jonathan Smith, Friskney, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 27. Swain v 
Swain, V.C. Bocon. Bailes, Boston 


Farpar, Feb. 20, 1874. 
Atmore, Michael, Kirstead, Norfolk, Farmer. 
Beverley, V.C. Hall. Fox, Norwich 
Hudson, William, Walworth, Gent. March 28. 
Overbury, Norwich 
Johnson, John, jun, Newton-le-Willows, York, Farmer. 
Johnson v Tohi 


March 10. Giles v 
Reid v Dunnan, M.R. 


March 20. 
nson, M.R. Teale, Leyburn 
Lowery, Thomas, Altert terrace, Commerciad rd East, Trinity Pilot. 
30. Lowery v Lowery, VC. Hall. Grain, Philpot lane 
Tabby, Richard, Long Stratton, Norfolk, Farmer. Marck 17. Cox v 
Barker, V.C. Malins. Rooks, King st, Cheapside 
NEXT OF KIN. 
Oroach, William, Whitecross st, Publican. March 13. M.R. 


TueEspayY, Feb. 24, 1874, 
Collum, William, Bombay, East Indies, Medical Officer. May 22, 
_ Collum v Bracken, V.C+ Hal]. Farrer, Lincoin’s inn flelds 
Moon, William, Godalming, Surrey, Common Carrier. March 31. 
Scarlett v Moon, V.C. Hall. Pontifex, St Andrew’s st, Holborn 


circus 

Buss, Edward, Ham Farm, Lenham, Kent, Farmer. March 16. 
y Buss, V.C. Hall, Norwood, Charing 

Duncombe, William, Gloucester cresent, Westbourne Park, Job Master. 
March 20. Goodchild v Weldon, V.C. Malins. Kelley, Great James 
st, Bedford row 

Stuart, John, High st, Hornsey, Baker. March 30. Stuart v Dosell, 
V.C. Malins. Poncione, jun, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Hewitt, Jonas Barratt, Wood vale, Forest Hill, Journalist. March 17. 
Positive Governmeut Security Life Assurance Company (Limited) v 
Hewitt, V.C. Malins. Spencer, Gray’s inn square 

Wilkin, Joseph, Danbury, Essex, Farmer. March 28. 
MLR. Bruty, Tokenhouse yard 

Hughes, Richard, Morden, Surrey, Esq. March 22, Hughes v Bovill, 

R. Bolton and Co, New square, Lincoln's inn 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Feb. 20, 1874, 

Baker, Anthony, Great Steeping, Lincoln, Farmer. 
and Wigelsworth, Boston 

Baxter, John, Glen Top, near Newcharch, Lancashire, Brewer. March 
6. Hargreaves and Knowles, Newchurch 

Beare, Wiliiam Gabbett, Devonshire place,Marylebone, Major. March 
31, Palmer and Co, Trafalgar square, Charing cross 

Botton, Elizabeth Ann, Fetcham, Surrey. March 17. Everest, Epson 

Qobb, Mary Anne, St Mary Axe, Licensed Victualler. Much 25, 
Thomson, Lincoln's inn fields 

Collis, George Thomas, Reading, Blacksmith. May 1. 
Wokingham 

Cornwall, George, Jermyn-st, St James’s, Major. March 30, Deane 
and Co, South square, Gray’s inn 

Craigie, Sir Patrick Edmonstone, St Lsonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex, General. 
April4. Fladgate and Co, Craven st, Strand 

Crosley, James, Leeds, Chemist. March 31. Snowdon, Leeds 

Dinning, Henry, Duke st, St James's square, Colenel. Mareh 14, 
Crosse, Bell yard, Doctors’ commons 

Eccles, Richard, Wigan, Lancashire, Esq. April 8. Bew!ey and Son, 
Brown's buildings, Exchange, Liverpool. Andersoa and Co, Liver- 


pool 
Edwards, “~~ Sa Hall, Saltash, Cornwall, Esq. 
, Plymout! 
Fry, George, High Beech, Essex, Surgeon. April 1. Sprott, Mayfield 
Gidbon, Thomas, Church Stretton, Salop, Gent. April 1. — Potts, 


Good: 
wore Ann, Herbert rd, Shooter's hill. April 4. Farnfield, 


Green, Ann, Chester, Birkeahead. March 16. Knight, Runcorn 
Green, Frederick, Liverpool, Chemist. March 16. Knight, Runcorn 
Green, St John, Bedford, Esq. May 30. Pearse, Bedford 

Harvey, Eliza, Staverton, Devon. May %. Whidborne and Tozer, 


Buss 


Isaac v Wilkin, 
April6. Staniland 


Cooke, 
March 31, 


ath 
Hitshings, Mary, Powick, Worcester. April 2. Corbett, Worcester 
y , Bath Easton, Somerset. April 20. Cowdry, Bath 
Jecksou, Frances Isabella, Berkhampstead, Hertford. March 31 
Fielder Summer, Godiman st, Doctors’ commons 
Janes, John Job, Ladywell, Kent, Licensed Victualler, April 4. 
Farnfield, Wa'brook 
Jones, John Webber, North Petherton, Somerset, Gent. Maroh 25, 
Reed and Cook, Bridgewater. 
Lawrinson, Matilda, Southport, Lancashire. May 1. 
lingford, Gracechurch at 
Miller, Susanna, Bath Easton, Somerset. April 20. Cowdry, Bath 
John, Westow hill, Nerwood, Painter. March 31. Guscotte 
Prince, 


€o, Essex st, Strand sent 
y 1. Kynaston and Gasquet, 
Queen st, Cheapside . mis 
Prince, 


Annie, Goodyers, Hendon. 
John, Weybridge Surrey, Eeq. May. Kynaston and Gasquet, 
Queen st, Cheapside 
Randall, Onesiphours, Holt, Norfolk, Esq. March 31. Murray and 
Hutchins, Birchin lane 
% , Trowbridge, Wilts, Inhkeeper. April 1. Spuckman, 


e 
a, William, Worcester, Builder. April 10, Rea and Miller, 
Worces er 

+ Thomas, Alfred, Burton-upon-Trent, Stafford, Articled 

A ocak in pemtoretens Liao Farmer, April 4. Staniland 

ale, rwick, 2 » 
and Wigelsworth, Boston é . 

W: — Mortlake, Gent. March 25, 


Simpson and 


rth 

iar "Pai, Sheen 
an ns, ironmonger , Cheapside 

Wadham, Emily Jane, Clifton, Bristol. March 31. Guscotte and Oo, 

Whipham, William, St John's Hl, Battersea, Licensed Victualler. 

April 15. Haynes, Devereux court, Temple” 





Bankrupts. 
Farayr, Feb, 20, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender ia London, 
Canning, Herbert John, Great Winchester st buildings, Secretary. Pet 
Feb 16. Brougham. March 6 at 11 
Godrich, Francis, the youuger, Fulham rd, Surgeon. Pet Feb 13, Mure 
ray. March 3 (and not !) at 11.30 
— John, Mark lane, Merchant. Pet Feb 17. Hazlitt, March 
4at 
Pitchford, Edward Beaumont, and Alfred Thomas Pitchford, Limehouse, 
Manofacturers, Pet Feb 16. Brougham. March 5at lil 
Stiff, George, and Alfred Flower, Fleet st, Newpaper Proprietors. Pet 
Aug 21. Roche. March 10 at ll 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Ambrey, Thomas, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Feb 14. 
Rees. Aberdare. Feb 28 at |1 
Dray, Alfred Henry, Swansbrook, Chiddingly, Sussex, Blacksmith. Pet 
Feb 17. Blaker. Lewes, March 5 at 12 
Metcalfe, John Frederick, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Pet Feb 17. 
Watson. Liverpool, March 5 at 2 
Taylor, Henry Howden, York, Builder. Pet Feb 17. Phillips. 
Kingston-upen-Hull, March 5 at 12 
Tuxspay, Feb, 24, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Crosley, Edwin Undecimus, Cornhill, Stock and Share Broker. Pet 
Feb 21. Roche, March 12 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Apsley, John, Park row, Blackheath, Builder. Pet Feb 20. Pitt Taylor. 
Green 


wich, March 10 at 3 
Bickerton, William, Cardiff, Steam Boat Agent. Pet Feb 20. Langley. 


Cardiff, March 10 at 11 

Hunt, George, Sheffield, Tailor. Pet Feb20. Wake. Sheffield, March 
li at} 

Jcnes, Frederick, Deri, Gellygare, Glamorgan, Draper. Pet Feb 20. 
Rugsell. Merthyr Tydfil, March 9 at 11 

Kerr, Daniel, Northfield, Worcester, Surgeon. Pet Feb 20. Chauntler. 
Birmingham, March 10 at 2 

Schofield, Emanuel, Bradford, York, Joiner, Pet Feb17. Robinson. 
Bradford, March 13 at 9 

Scroxton, Albert Holland, Birmingham, Glass, Lead, and Colour Dealer. 
Pet Feb 20. Chauntler. Birmingham, March 9 at 2 

Welsh, Thomas, High Wycombe, buckingham, Draper. Pet Feb 21. 
Watson. Aylesbury, March !2 at 12 

Williams, Walter Lewis, Llewellyn, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Ironmenger. 
Pet Feb 21. Lloyd. Carmarthen, March 11 at 1.30 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farrar, Feb. 20, 1874. 





Barlow, George Rushton, Blackburn, Lancashire, Tailor. March 5 at 
11 at offices of Radcliffe, Clayton st, Blackburn 
Bassett, Richard, Mansion House buildings, Queen Victoria st, Tailer. 
March 4 at 11 at 33, Gutter lane. Buchanan, Basinghall st 
Beazley, Robert, Fratton, Hants. Builder. March 5 at 3 at offices of 
Wainscot, Union st, Portses. Walker, Landport 
Blackburn, William, Chorley, Lancashire, Talor. March 4 at 11 a¢ 
offices ot Morris, Townha'l chambers, Chorley 
Blake, Andrew, Pall Mall, Commission Agent. March 3 at2 at offices 
of Christmas, Walbrook 
Bowden, Robert Walker, known as Robert Walker, Scarboreugh, York, 
Fancy Goods Dealer. March 3 at 2 at offices of Williamson, New- 
borough st, Scarborough 
Burgess, Edwin, Wilmslow, Cheshire, Draper. March 4 at 3 at office of 
Higgingbotham and Barclay, Exchange st, Macclesfivid 
Carr, Henry Samways, Homer st, Marylebone rd, Broker. March 2 at 
3 at offices ot Yorke, Marylebone rd 
Carslake, Henry, Salisbury, Wilis, Beerhouse Keeper. March 6 at3 at 
office of Hodding, Market H: use, Salisbury 
Cawdron, William, Moulton, Lincoln, Coal Dealer. March 9 at li at 
offices of Caparn and Willders, Holbeach 
Ciarke, Edwin Richard, Cambridge, Builder. March 9 at 11 at offices 
of Ellison and Burrows, Alexandra st, Petty Cary, Cambridge 
Clarke, John, West Smethwick, Stafford, Innkeeper. March 5 at 3 at 
ee Carnarvon Castle Inn, Berry si, Wolverhampton. Oaborane, 
ifmal 
Cope, John, Lipley, Salop, Farmer. March 3 at 11 at the Fox and 
Hounds Inn, Cheswardin. Onions 
Crump, George, Burslem, Stafford, Fish Dealer. March 9 at 11 at 
officer of Sherratt, Market s’, Kidsgrove 
Danes, Thomas Richard, Kentish Town rd, Coal Merchant. Mareh 6 
at 4 at offices of Ablett, Cambridge terrace, Hy) de 
Davey, Robert, Dulverton, Somerset, Mail Contractor. Marek 5 at 2 
at the Red Lion Hotel, Dulverton. Rogers, Exeter 
Dawson, William, Crewe, Cheshire, Builéer. March 12 at 11 at offfoes 
Warburton, Mil! st, Crewe 
Eades, Alfred, and Edward Eades, Portsea, Hants, Painters, March 3 
at 12 at offices of Edmonds and Co, Poultry. Harvey and Addison, 
Eaton, Thomas, Fara » i hire, Fishmonger. Maren 5 at 3 at 
the Old Bowling Green Hotel, Market st, Farnworth. Cork 
‘ , Wolverhampton, Stafford, Chemist, Marek 
2 at 11 at offices of Gatis, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Freeth, Samuel, West Smethwick, Stafford, Grocer. March 6 at ll at 
oO of Church st, Olddury 
Gale, jamin, March 2 at i at 
Rooke and M Boar lane, Leeds 
ael, Birmingham, Clothier. March 4at2 at offices of 


Soda Water Man afacturer. 
didgiey ’ 


Maher ‘and Poncia, Upper Temple at, Bir 
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Goedall, John, Harestock, Wilts, Timber Dealer. Feb28 at3at 44 
Cooper’s rd, Old Kent rd 

Grant, Robert, Braintree, Essex, Grocer. March 9 at 2 at 33, Gutter 
lane, Cheapside. Downes, Cheapside Y 

Gregory, Francis James, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Publican, March 5 
at 10.30 at offices of Boodle, Bedford buildings, Cheltenham 

Hall, John, Luton, Bedford, Plait Dealer. March 10 at 1 at offices of 
Jeffery, King st, Luton 

Hall, Thomas, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Beerseller. March 2 
at 11 at the Copeland Arms Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent 

Hampson, Jonah, Wattord, Hertford, Corn Chandier. March 9 at 2 at 
office of Coker, Cheapside. Barrett, New inn, Strand 

Harris, Robert, Trowbridge, Wilts, Builder. March 4 at 12 at offices 
of Rodway, Fore st, Trowbridge 

Heartfield, John, Mitcham, Surrey, Pork Butcher. March 6 at 12 at 
office of Parry, Croydon grove 

Higham, James, Chorley, Lancashire, Grocer, March 6 at 11 at office 
of Morris, Townhall chambers, Chorley 

Holmes, Robert, jun, Leeds, Tobacco Merchant. March 4 at 3 at office 
of North and Sons, East parade, Leeds 

Horner, Jane, Alma rd, Canonbury, out of business. March 9 at 2 at 
office of Oblein, Queen Victoria st 

Hunt, Alfred, Pimlico rd, Pimlico, Eating house Keeper. March 2 at 3 
at offices of Marshall, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Jagger, Hiram, Wibsey, York, Worsted Spinner. March 3 at 12 at office. 
of Terry and Robinson, Martin st, Bradford 

James, Sarah, Syresham, Northampton, Baker. March 7 at 10 at 
offices of Small, Buckingham. Kilby and Son, Banbury 


Jones, John, and Thomas Jones, Lewyngog, Cardigan, Builders. March 
3 at 2 at office of Jones, Pier st, Aberystwyth 

Kane, George, Liverpool, Boot Maker, March 17 at 3 at offices of Vine, 
Dale st, Liverpool. Ritson, Liverpool 

Kedenton, Samuel, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer. March 4at 1 at office 
of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 

Kulow, Paui Friedrich Wilhelm Ernst Moritz, and Gerhard Reuss, 
West Hartlepool, Durham, Merchants. March 4 at li at office of Todd, 
Town wall, Hartlepool 

Lackington, Henry, Croydon, Surrey, Baker. March 2 at 3 at office of 
Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 

Lawrence, Elijah Stephen, Marlborough, Wilts, Tailor. March 9 at 11 
at offices of Goulter, Hungerford 

Lee, John, Cheshire, Tanbacconist. March 4 at 3 at office of Car- 
wright, Bridge st row East, Chester 

Lennie, James, Liverpool, Jeweller. March 9 at 2 at offices of Etty, 
Lord st, Liverpool 

Leversage, Edward Howard, Coleherne rd, Redcliffe square, no occupa- 
tion. March 14 at 3 at office of Crook and Smith, Fenchurch st 

Lewis, John, Radstock, Somerset, Labourer. March 4 at 3 at offices of 
McCarthy, King st, Frome 

Lisson, Charles John, Devonshire rd, Greenwich, Diamond Merchant. 
March 10 at2 at the Guildhall Coffee house, st. Murray, 
Sackville st, Piccadilly 

Lowe, George Wrigley, Chesterfield, Derby, Carriage Builder. March 
5 at 10 at office of Cowdeil, Soresby st, Chesterfield 

Lund, Samuel, Heckmondwike, York, Shoemaker. March 4 at 10 at 
fices of Wooler, Exchange buildings, Commercial st, Batley 

Mecoy, Philip, Maryport, Cumberland, Soda Water Manufacturer. 
March 3 at 11 at ottice of Collier, Joha st, Maryport 

Miles, Winifred, Worthing, Sussex, Staymaker, March 31 at 1 office 
of Holtham, Ship st, Brighton 

Mudge, John, Plymouth, Devon, Builder. March 4 at 11 at offices of 
Greenway and Adams, Frankfort st, Plymouth 

Mussellwhite, William, and John Charles Pearman Muesellwhite, 
Basingstoke, Southampton, Builders, March 6 at | at office of 
Chandler, Church st Basingstoke 

Paterson, John, Liverpool, Grocer. March 5 at 3 at offices of Gibson 
and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Hunter, jun, Liverpool 

Peacock, Albert Louis, Great Harwood, Lancashire, Surgeon. March 5 
at 11 at office of Tattersall, Frances st, Blackburn 

Perks, Edward, Middiesborough, York, Shoemaker. March 2 at 2 at 
office of Dobson, Gosford at, Middlesborough 

Picksley, Thomas, Barton-on-Humber, Lincoln, Druggist. March 4 at 
11 at offices of Nowell and Priestley, Barton-on-Humber 

Pope, Charies, jan, Hungerford, Hampshire, Baker. reb 28 at 2 at the 
Greyhound Hotel, Fording bridge. Hicks, Annis rd, South 


Hackney 

Potts, John, Aldershot, Southampton, Wine Merchant. March 6 at 2 
at the Rainbow Tavern, Temple Bar. Hall, Godalming 

Powell, William Alfred, Bardett rd, Bow, Grease Manufacturer. Feb 28 
at 2 at offices of Marshall, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Roberts, John, Liverpool, Metal Broker. March 10 at 2 at office of Etty, 
Lord st, Liverp ool 

Rossiter, Charlies, Edmonds place, Shepherdess walk, Artificial Florist. 
March 2 at 12 at office of Vickers, Southampton buildings, Holborn 


owt James, Bury, Lancashire, Saddler. March 5 at 12 at the 
Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Grundy, Bury 

Slater, Samuel, Wednesbury, Stafford, Gas Fitting Manufacturer. 

March 6 at 11 at offices of Slater, Butcroft, Darlaston. Edwards, 


Darlaston 

Smith, Eéwin, Revington rd, Notting Hill, Traveller. March 3 at 12 at 
Office of Day, South square, Gray’s inn 

Smith, John, —— rd, Camden rd, Brewer's Clerk, March 6 at 3 at 
offices of Lewis, Wilmington square 

Surman, William, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Broker, Feb 28 at 11 at 
office of Billings, Regent st, Caeltenham 

Swallow, Charles, Shrewsbury, Salop, out of business. March 5 at 11 
at office of Morris. Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Rosina Elizabeth, Wardour st, Soho, Glass Merchant. March 

9 at 12 at office of Bennett and Bretherton, Friday at 

Birmirgham, Milliner, March 4at 4 at office of Parry, 


Ogreeen, oy eo Merchart. Fhe gy 4% IL at 
office of Roberts lane, -upon-Hu 
of Pulian, Park row. 


Leeds 
Wainwright, Henry, Whitechapel rd,Matting Manufacturer, March 4 
tt 2 otthees of Unklater aud Co, Walboocs 


of 

Webb, William Essington, Worcester. Licensed Victualler. March 6 gt 
11 at offices of Rea and Miller, Broad st, Worcester 

Whiteoak, Parker Buckley, Steeton-in-Craven, York, Wood Turner 
March 6 at $ at offices of Wright and Waterworth, Devonshire build. 
ings, Keighley « 

Wood, George, Kingsland rd, Corn Chandler. March 2 at 4 at office of 
Geaussent, New Broad st 


Tvuespay, Feb 24, 1874. 


Aliffe, William, Nor ton, York, Lab . March 12 at 11 at Offices 
of Stringer, Ossett 
Atkiss, Richard, jun, Toll End, Stafford, Chartermaster. March 7 ati 
at office of Cresswell, New rd, Willenhall 
Beane, Charles ¢rederick, Mark lane, Corn Merchant, March 12 at 9at 
office of Barnard and Co, Lothbury, Ashurst and Co, Old Je 
Belchamber, George, Brighton, Sussex, Hatter. March 13 at 3 at 1B, 
Queen st, Cheapside. Chalk, Brighton 
Beverly, Abraham Manhood, Kentish Town rd, Cheesemonger. March 
11 at 3 at office of Berry and Co, Farringdon st. Knight, Newgate st 
Blenkhorn, Sarah Anne and Elenora Maria Wren Bleakhorn, ¥ 
thorpe, Lincoln, Scboolmistresses. March 6 at 12.30 at offices of 
Williams, Silver st, Lincoln 
Bocking, Henry, King st, Covent garden, Basket Maker. March 7 at) 
at offices of Apps, South square, Gray's inn ) 
Bridge, John, New Clee, Lincoln. March 9 at 11 at offices of Grange 
and Wintringham, West St Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 
Brooks, William, Birmingham, Builder. March 10 at 3 at offices of 
Cottrell, Newhall st, Birmingham 
Pant. Joseph, Bath, Carpenter. March 12 at 11 at 3, Wood st, Bath, 
oger 
Carter, John, Belchamp St Paul, Ersex, Farmer. March 12 at 11 at the 
Four Swans Hotel, Sudbury. Andrews, Sudbury 
Cavell, William, Scarborough, York, Baker. March 10 at 12 atoffices 
of Dawber, Westborough, Scarborough. Calvert, York 
Clarke, Alfred, Brighouse, York, Plumber. March 6 at 3 at offices of 
Bates, Bradford rd, Brighouse. Barber, Brighouse 
Colbourne, Jane, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Milliner. March 1} 
at 12 at the George and Railway Hotel, Temple gate, Bristol. Chap. 
man, pt ge ey 
Currie, John, Sheffield, Draper. March 6 at 4 at offices of Binney and 
Sons, Queen st chamber+, Sheffield 
Dandy, John, Searborough, York, Innkeeper. March 9 at 2 at offices 
of Williamson, NewPorough st, Scarborough 
Davies, Charles David, Halifax, York, Refreshment Room Keeper, 
March 5 at }1 at offices of Holroyde and Smith, Cheapside, Halifax 
Dawe, John, Lotthouse, York, Grocer. March 9 at 11 at offices of 
Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
De La Mare, John Edmund, Croydon, Surrey, Grocer. March 10 at 12 
at office of Carter and Bell, Leadenhall st 
Douglass, Thomas Brown, and William Burns Douglass, Monkwear. 
mouth, Durham, Iron Founders. March 1! at 11 at offices of Skinner, 
Joha st, Sunderiand 
Draycott, Charles Anthony, Blythe Bridge, Stafford, Agent. March 5 
at 1.30 at the Crown Hotel, Stone. Welch, Longton 
Driver, Henry, Worcesier, Bookbinder, March 13 at 11 at office of 
Abell, Foregate st, Worcester 
Eastwood, Jonathan, Huddersfield, York, Frait Dealer. March 9 at 12 
at offices of Craven and Sunderland, King st, Huddersfield 
Ehrmann, Frederick, Hereford st, Lisson grove, Baker. March 6 at3 
at office of Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent Garden 
Elford, Henry, Oxford st, Merchant. March 12 at 2 at the Gnildhall 
Tavern, Gresham st. Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, Strand 
Ellis, George, Birmingham, Tailor. March 6 at 3 at officss of Wright 
and Marshall, Townhall chambers, New st, Birmingham 
Emery, William, Bath, Builder. March 10 at 1! at the White Lion 
Hotei, Bath, Dyer, Bath 
Fleming, Robert, and James Grieve, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, 
Grocers, March 6 at 10 atthe Ship Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Fur- 
ness, Pierce and Rundle, Barrow-in-Furness 
French, John, Sheerness, Kent, Beer Betailer, March 10 at 11 at office 
of Mole, Edward st, Sheerness 
Fuch , Adam Joseph, Wandsworth rd, Baker. March 9 at 3.30 at office 
of Eves, Old Corn Exchange, Mark lane. Heathfield, Lincoln’s-inne 








fields 

Gold, Thomas, Shirley, near Birmingham, Labourer. March 4 at 10,15 
at offices of East, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Haberfield, Thomas Joseph, Sutton st, Oxford st, Tailor. March 13 at 
2 at offices of Swaine, Cheapside ‘ 

Haigh, Edward, Huddersfield, York, Common Brewer. March 6at ll 
at offices of Hesp and Co, Estate buildings, Huddersfield 

Hall, Ephraim, and Edward Stephenson, Ossett, York, Woollen Mana- 
facturers. March 13 at 11 at offices of Stringer, Ossett 

Hammond, William, Lewes, Sussex, Upholsterer. March 11 at 12 at33, 
Gutter lane. Stuckey, Brighton 

Harrison, John Mabson, Leeds, Wine Merchant. March 9 at 8 at office 
of Fawcett and Malcolm, Park row, Leeds , 

Hepworth, Henry, Sheffield, Brass Founder. March 10 at 11 at office of 
Auty, Queen st, Sheffield 

Hiron, Sonn Samuel, Hereford, Journeyman Printer, March 11 at 10 
at offices of Underwood and Oo, Castle st, Hereford 

Holder, William, Yalding, Kent, Ironmonger. March 10 at 4 at the 
Mitre Hotel, Maidstone. Goodwin, Maidstone 

Howes, William, Gilbert st, Hanover square, Gent. March 14 at 2 at 
offices of Pullen, Cloisters, Ly 

Ingledew, Joseph, Bishopsgate st Without, Auttioneer. March 10 at 2 
at offices of Christmas, Walbrook 

Kellett, Henry, Ripon, York, Slater. March 12 at 2.30 at offices of 
of Bateson, Low Harrogate 

Kelvin, Harkness, and Matilda Kelvin, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Painters, 
March 10 at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, ep seg ty 

Knapp, Edward Seymour, Ryde, Isle of White, Grocer. Oat II 
at office of Hooper, High st, nig 

Lansdown, James Chester, Farringdon st, Architect. March 10 06906 
i) of Truefitt, Kasex court, Middle Temp! 

Lant, Robert, Halifax, York, Hatter. March 10 at8 at the Brown Cow 
Hotel, Halifax. Boocock, — 





' 


. x 
Leake, Thomas, Albrighton, near 8h Innkeeper. March 1686 
12 at office of Corser and Nevett, Swan hil, Shrewsbury ' 
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Le Geyt, Rev Charles James, St Matthias Vicirage, Stoke Newington. 
March 16 at 2 at offices of Buffen, Moorgate st. Handson, King st 
le 


Cheapsid ’ 
Lines, Martin, Sutton Veny, Wilts, Wheelwright. March 9 at | at office 
of Wakeman and Bleeck, Warminster 
, Robert, Shinfield, near Reading, Berks, Farmer. March 17 at 
9 at the Queen’s Hotel, Friar st, Reading. Barrett, New inn, Strand 
. William Jobn, Tunbridge, Kent, Grocer. March 4 at 12 at 
office of Slater and Pannell, Guildhal! chambers, Basinghall st 
William Joseph, Old Kent rd, Fancy shop Keeper. March 7 at2 at 
of Miller, Bond court, Walbrook 
Millington, John, Cheshire, Coal Merchant. March 7 at 12 at offices of 
Duncan and Pritchard, Bridge st, Chester 
Mills, Henry, sen, and Henry Mills, jun, Swansea, Glamorgan, Ship 
Chandlers. March 10 at 12 at offices of Cox, Adelaide chambers, 
Swansea 
Nash, Edwin, Shrewsbury, Salop, Joiner, March 12 at 11 at offices of 
Morris, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
Thomas, Great Missenden, Buckingham, Blacksmith. March 9 at 
Sat the Red Lion Inn, Great Missenden. Clarke, High Wycombe 
Normsn, Frederick, Chesterfield, Derby, Dealer in Boots. March 9 at 
Z at the Stag and Pheasant, Humberstone gate, Leicester 
Northern, John, Bedford, Snuemaker. March 6 at 12 at office of Con- 
it, Duke st, Bedford 
mer, Robert, Haslemere, Surrey, Ironmonger. 
Geach, Woodbridge rd, Guildford 
Parrott, Edward, Aldershot, Southampton, Dairyman. March 10 at 12 
at offices of Bayley and Foster, Aldershot 
Phillips, George, Wattlesborough, Salop, Carpenter. March 11 at 11 at 
office ot Morris, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
y, Alfret Richard, and Arthur Edward Quiney, Mincing lane, 
Indigo Merchants. March 10 at 3 at offices of Plews and Irvine, Mark 


Reeve, William, Wateringbury, Kent, Butcher. March 5 at 4at the 
Mitre Hotel, Maidstone. Gvodwin, Maidstene 

Riley, Elizabeth, Manchester, Stationer. 

itchard and Co, Little Trinity lane, Queen Victoria st, London 

Roberts, Peter, Bryndicwys, Merioneth, Farm Bailiff. March 14 at 11 
atthe Blue Bell Inn, Gwyddelwern. James, Corwee 

Roberts, Richard Henry, and Sa:nuel Roberts, Huddersfield, York, 
Angola Yarn Spinners. March 12 at 2.30 at office of Berry, Market 
place, Huddersfield 

Sewed, George Edward, Huddersi9'd, York, Flock Dealer. March 9 at 
Sat offices of Haigh, Albert buildings, New st, Huddersfield 

Shotton, John George, Winlaton, Durham, Grocer. March 6 ut 3 at 
office of Sewell, Grey st, Newvastie-upon-Tyne 

Soflano, Anastasiue, Higher Broughton, Manchester, March 
6 at 3 at offices of Grundy and Kershaw, Brook st, Manchester 

Springett. Edward, St. Leouards-on-Sea, Sussex, Saddler. Feb 26 at 11 
t offices of Sturt, [ronmonger lane 

Stanley, Thomas, Leeds, Tea Dealer. March 9 at 2 at office of Simpson 
and Burrell, Albion st. Leeds 

gon, Richard, jun, Kingston-upon-Hull, Timber Merchant. 
h 9 at 4 at office of Hearfleld, Bowlaliey lane, Kingston-upon- 


March 9 at 1 at office 


Ww Cer 





Hull 

Sort, Thomas, Manchester, Umbrella Frame Maker. 
office of Cobbett and Co, Brown et, Manchester 

Theobald, William, Croydon, Surrey, Grocer. March 11 at 12 at office 
of Carter and Bell, Leadenhall st 

Thomas, Jane Julia, Chapel rd, Ealing. March 5 at3 at office of Howell, 


March 10 at3 at 


Thornton, Thomas, Huddersfield, York, Woollen Manufacturer. March 
13 at 3 at office of Berry, Market place, Huddersfield 
Troughton, John, Walls, Cumberland, Labourer. March li at 12 at 
oftice of Atter, New Lowther st, Whitehaven 
‘Tucker, Seorge, Southampton, Watch Maker. March 6 at 12 at office of 
Robins, Portland st, Southampton 
Vanner, John, Blandford Fornm, Dorset, Woolsorter. March 16 at 12 
— Railway Hotel, Wimborne Minster, Mvore, Wimborne 
inster 
be, John, Bridgewater, Somerset, Boot Maker. March 9 at 
at office of Reed and Cook, King’s square, Bridcewater 
y, William, Bridport, Dorset, Ironmonger. March 14 at Ll at 
office of Day, West Allington, Bridport 
Wade, William, Birmingham, Provision Dealer, March 6 at 10,15 at 
office of Kust, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Walters, Frederick, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. March 16 at 3 at 
offices of Binney and Sons, Queon st chambers, Sheffield 
‘alton, William James. John st, Clerkenwell, General Agent. March 
Tat 2 ut office of Calverley, Essex st, Strand 
fanless, Thomas, Wallsend, Northumberland, Grocer. March 6at 11 
at oftice of Sewell, Gey «t, Newcastle-on-Tyne 
elch, Thomas James, Darlaston, Stafford, Draper. March 9 at I! at 
the Union Hotel, Union +t, Birmingham, Shakespeare, Oldbury 
» Richard Ash, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. March 9 at 2 at 
office of Hill and Co, St John's chambers, St Johu st, Cardiff. 
rrils, Cardiff 
» Harris, Commercial st, Spitalfields, Oloither, March 6 at 3 at 
offices of Montagu, Bucklersbury 
‘ardiey, Baron, Monmouth, Herring Curer. March 7 at 3 at offices of 
Wiltiams, Whitecross st, Monmouth 
, Robert, Southampton, Wine Merchant. March 9 et 3 at office of 
Edmonds and Co, High st,Seuthampton, Shutte, Southampton 


es 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 


of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 
‘Spon all classes of the community. With a view ot opnient aremedy 
® this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS MPANY, when 
their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
means and the requirements of the case. She Company also 
8 the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
the United Kiagten. A pamphlet containing full particulars may 
ve ~ be forwarded, npon application to the Chiet Office, 3 
, rand, 





March 9 at 3 at offices of 








MHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833,—Capital, £1,000,000. 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Baancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Current Accocnts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
baiance doesnot fall below £100. 


Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 


| For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 


Bittstissued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge: and approved bills purchased or sent 
or collection. 

Sates anp Puacnasés effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 


Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 
Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and ndian, transacted. 
J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


HE HOME and FOREIGN PUBLIC WORKS 
CONSTRUCTION ASSOCIATION are prepared to receive 
Proposals for the Erection in any part of the world of Railways, 
Water Works, Gas Works, Docks, Canals, Lighthouses, Irrigation 
Works, Reclamation of Waste Lands, on any other work of import- 
ance.—Apply to the Mawaaesr, at the offices, 17, Gracechurch-street, 
London, E.C. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by anthoritv) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
Sheed GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 


direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby -olicits their continned 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude aswured. Officia'ly stamped forms for advertise- 
By appointment. 





ment and file of ‘‘ London Gazstte ” kept, 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC. 





SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON. 


Every description of Printing. 
Chancery Bills and Answers 
Is 


Parliamentary Minutes 
Books 

Pamphlets 

Reports 

Rule 


Circulars 
Posters 
Handbills, &c., &c. 


ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION 
BAKER-STREET.—Great Attractions.—The CARRIAGE used 
by NAPOLEON III. at Metz, Chaions, and Sedan, with numerous relics 
of the campaign of 1870. Portrait Models of MARSHALS BAZAINE 
and McMAHON, M. THIERS, FRANO(S JOSEPH of AUSTRIA, and 
the SHAH of PERSIA. with the original autograph and testimonial 
presented to Madame Tus-aud and Sons, Jaly 3rd, 1873, as a souvenir 
of His Imperial Majesty’s visit, are now added ; also, new superb and 
costly Court dresses. Admission, 's, Children under ten, 6d, Extra 
rooms, 6d. Open from 10 a.m. till 10 p.m. 





OYAL PUOLYTECHNIC.—tTravellers’ Safety.— 
TWO new LECTURES—the first, SAFETY AT SEA (in which 
will be discussed the best method of lowering boats); the second lec- 
ture, SAFETY ON LAND (in which railway matters wil! be discussed) 
will shortly follow. Mr. Howard Paul during the week. Jane Con- 
quest. Sugar and the Silber Light, by Professor Gartner. Domestic 
Electricity, Mr. King. Other entertainments. Open 12 and 7. Ad- 
mission Is, 


ARR’S, 2 6 5, STRAND.— 
Dinnara (from the joint) vegetables, &c., ls. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, de. and 2s. 6d. “If desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of hght wine, both cheap and 
good, I know only of one house, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Bargundy, at two shillings @ botcle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, Jane, 18, 1864, 
440 page. 
The new Hall latelv added ts one of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 
London, Dinnersifrom the joint), vegetables, &c., is, 6d, 


MPROVED and ECONOMIC COOKERY.—Use 

LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT as“ stock” for beef - 

tea, soups, made dishes and sauces; gives fine flavour and great 

. Invariably adopted in households when fairly tried. 
Cautron,—Genuine oaly with Baron Liebig’s facsimile across label. 
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QUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
v SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND. 


Established 1835. Capital paid-up, £480,000. 


This Society purchases reversionary property and life, interests,and 
grants loans on these securities. 
Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office. 


F. 8. CLAYTON, Joint 
C, H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries 


NIVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
1, KING WILLIAM-STREET, LONDON, E.0. 


Established 1834. 
JOHN FARLEY LEITH, Esq., MP., Q.C., Chairman. 
WILLIAM NORRIS NICHOLSON, Esq., Deputy-Chairman. 

George Henry Brown, Esq. John Jackson, M.D. 
The Hon. James Byng. James Joseph Mackenzie, Esq. 
Henry Walford Green, Esq. Sir MacDonald Stephenson. 
Osgood Hanbury, Esq. Chas. Freville Surtees, Esq. 

Actuary and Secretary—FREDERICK HENDRIKS, Esq, 
_ The accumulated profits of the Universal, atthe Thirty-ninth annual 
investigation in 1872 amounted to £237,856. Upwards of four-fifths of 
this sum is reserved to enter into the average of future years. The re- 
maining fifth allows of a reduction of the premium upon all participat- 
ing policies six years in force on the same ‘iheral scale as for several 
years past; namely, 50 per cent., or one-half the original premium. 
Policies, upon which the premiom was originally £100, wiil thas be 
charged with £50 enly of premium for the current year, May, 1873-74, 

Policiesin force £3,222,388. Accumulated Funds, £967,709. Annual 
income, £162,604. 

The Directors deg to draw attention to the great economy of premiums 
in this Society, to its large reserves, and to its experience of nearly 
40 years, during which it has secured the utmost possible benefit to the 
ass + The policy holders have received cash returns of upwards of 
—, in addition to about two millions sterling paid for claims upon 

eaths. 

Branch Offices and Agencies in Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, and 
Ceylon. Additional Agents required in the United Kingdom. 





LERICAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 

ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 

13, St. James’s-square, London, S.W. 
City Branch: Mansion House Buildings, E.C. 

FINANCIAL RESULTS. 
The Annnal Income, st2adily increasing, exceeds ... eee £249,000 
The Assurance Fund, sately invested, is over soe ww» £1,880,000 
The New Policies in the last year were 457, assuring ai £304,457 
The New Annual Premiums were ost ooo ove ob £9,770 
The Bonus added to Policies in January, 1872, was... ooo £323,871 
The Total Claims by Death paid amount to ... a «we £3,169,601 
The subsisting Assurances and Bonuses amount to... £5,773, 144 


DISTINCTIVE FEATURES, 
Credit of half the first five annual Premiums ailowed on whole-term 
Policies on healthy Lives not over 60 years of age. 
Endowment Assurances granted, without Profits, payable at death o 
on attaining a specified age. 
Invalid Lives assured at rates proportioned to the risk. 
Claims paid thirty days after proof of death. 


REPORT, 1873. 

The 49th Annusl Report just issued, and the Balance Sheets for the 
year ending Jane 30, 1873, as rendered to the Board of Trade, can be 
obtained at either uf the Society's Offices, or of any of its Agente, 

GEOKGE-CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary. 


COMMISSION. 

10 per cent. on the First Premium, and 5 per cent. on Renewals, is 
allowed to Solicitors. The Commission will be continued to the person 
introducing the Assurance, without reference to the channel through 
which the Premiums may be paid. 





WIMBLEDON, SURREY. 

Sabstantialiy-built Freehold Family Residenee known as Holm Elma, 
with convenient out buildings and two or three acres of land.—Eligible 
Freehold Building Land. d t 

R. W. H. COLLIER is instructed to SELL by 

\ AUCTION, atthe PRINCE OF WALES HOTEL, close to the 

Wimbiedon Railway Station, on TUESDAY, MAR°CH 3, at SIX for 

SEVEN in the evening, the substantially bails FREEHOLD FAMILY 

RESIDENCE, known as Holm Elms, with two or three acres of land, 

pleasantly sitaste in the Merton-road, nearly opposite the White Hart 

Hotel, and containing on the uoper floor two large bed rooms and one 

small bed room; on the first floor six bed rooms, dressing room, and 

water closet; on the ground floor, hali, library, dining room, 
and drawing room. The domestic offices include kitchen, 
larder, ecaliery with oven and sink, store room, wins and beer 
cellars. The outbuildings consist of two-stall stable and loose box, 
coachouse, harness room, two rooms and store room over coachouse, 
cowhouse, piggery, open she1, fowihouse, shed, and cart shed. Also, 
in Lots, eligible Freehold Buildings Lind, tithe free and land tax 
redeemed, having frontages to Graham, Herbert, Palmerston, Glad- 
stone, and Kussell roads, clow to the Wimbledon Station on the South 

Western Railway. Nine-tenths of the purchase-money may remain on 

mortgage or contract at 5 per cent. interest, tobe paid in nine years by 

equal half-yearly instalments ; but the whole or any part of the balance 
=e paid off at any time without notice. 

‘articulars, plans, and conditions of sale may be obtained of 

Messrs. R. & A, RUSSELL, 59, Coleman-strest, E.C., 

of the Auctioneer, 14, Moorgate-strest, Londun, B.C.; and at the 

place of sale. 





‘STATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, 
Messrs. Vewtom, Butt, & Coorer’s Monthly Register, , 
ing full particulars of Estates and Farms, Furnished and Uni 
Houses in town and country, Ground Rents and Investments 
may be had free on avplication or by post for one stamp. 0 
having properties for disposa! are invited to send fall particulars 
A and Estate Agency Offices, 8, Bucklersbary, E.C. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARME 
| LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, inclu 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and 8) 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property a 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each t 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, C! . 
or Will be sent by postin retarn for two stamps.—Particulars for thse 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe 
of the preceding month. 


LONDON BRIDGE. * 
By order of the Mortgagee. — Valuable long Leasehold 
offices, and cellarage, comprised in two extensive buildings 
occupying an important and commanding position on the south side 
of the principal approach to the South-Eastern and London, Brighton, ” 
and South Coast Raiiway S:a'ions, the greater portion let on lease, oF 
otherwise , and the whole estimuted to produce a profit rental of ape” 
wards of £1,100 per annum, “ 
M ESsBs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARME) 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUZSDAY, MARCH 
at TWO,in One Lot, the LEASEHOLD PREMISES, Nos. 15, 
17, and 18, Railway-approach, situate in immediate proximity to 
London-bridge Stations, and covering an area of about 3,100 sq 
feet, with an imposing frontage of 81 ft. Each building consists of 
floors, and includes two capital shops on the ground floor, also an 
cellent double basement, with entrances from a carriage-way i 
rear. The first, second, and third floors are arranged in suites of o 
and comprise seven rvoms on each ; the lower basement is lofty, 
lighted, and specially adapted for a wine merchant. Held for 99 
from Midsummer, 1868, at ground-rents amounting to £425 per 
The portions let at present produce £965, but the value of the entin 
is nearly £1,600 per annum. r 
Particulars of cg 
Messes. NEWMAN, DALE, & STRETTON, Solicitors, 75, Cornhill; | 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside, Londun, ie 
HOLBORN, BROMPTON and WHITECHAPEL, 
Valuable Reversion to Freehold and Leasehold Properties, estimated — 
to be worth about £470 per annum.—For sale by order of the : 


gagee. : 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART on TUESDAY, MARCH 17, at TWO, ia” 
One Lot, the REVERSION (equal in value to an absolute reversion) om 
the decease of a lady, now in her 70th year, to the following impo 
PROPERTIES :— 

No. 11, LAMB’S CONDUIT-PASSAGE, Holborn, freehold; anbual 7 
value £45. 5 
Nos. 1, 3, 5, and 7, PELHAM-PLACE, Brompton, lease about 44 years, 
ground rents £32, annual value £245. f 
No. 17, PELHAM-CRESENT, Brompton, lease 46 years, ground-remt 
£12; annual value £80. : 
The PRINCE of ORANGE, Phillip-street, Whitechapel, lease 27 years, 
ground rent £29 15s. ; annual value £100, $ 

The properties are in improving neighbourhoods, and are all let. 
Particulars of 
Messrs. WEEKS & SON, Solicitors, 78;,Newgate-street ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


CITY OF LONDON. 

A valuable Freehold Property, situate in Long-lane, close to Aldersgate 
street, covering the large urea of about 5,625 square feet. In addition 
to an entrance in Lung-iane. It has frontages to Cloth-street ané 
New-street, and off:rs an admirable site for the erection of a wate 
house, manufactory, or other business premises. For sale with pos 


session. 

ee DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER: 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, MARCH 10, at 

in One Lot, the important FREEHOLD PRUPERTY, known as 91 
Long-lane, comprising extensive ranges of workshops, together a 
dwelling-house, engine-house, tall brick chimney shaft, and 
conveniences. The premises have an entrance in Long-lane, opposite . 
Aldersgate-strect Station, besides frontages to Cloth-street, and New=" 
street, and cover an area of about 5,625 square feet. They are now | 
occupied by Mr. Wm. Bishop, wholesale stationer, but : 
be had, and, with the existing structure removed, the property a 
an admirable site for the erection of a manufactory, warehouse, OF 
other business premises, which from the central situation would 20 
doubt at once command a tenant at a remunerative rent. 

Particulars of 

Messrs. TANQUERAY-WILLAUME & HANBURY, Solicitors, #4, 
New Broad-street ; 

and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside, E.C. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE (yh MAKERS. | 


By Special Appointment To Hux Masesty, Tae Lonp CaANCELtomy — 
. he Whole of the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &. 
SOLICITORS AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSELS’ DITTO. 
CORPORATION ROBES, 
UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS, &o. 
Evrapttsuep 1689. 


94, CHANOERY-LANE, LONDOS. 
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